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FAST DELIVERY! 


FAST delivery is essential to a good baseball pitcher. Fast 

delivery is even more important to shippers and receivers 
of freight. Between the Midwest and the Virginias and Carolinas 
and between the North and the South, the Norfolk and Western 
Railway's dependable transportation service is available at all 
times for the rapid, efficient movement of all classes of freight. 
To get the best service at economical cost, route your shipments 
via Precision Transportation. Any representative of the railway’s 
Freight Traffic Department will be glad to furnish complete 
information regarding rates, routes, and schedules—and assist 


you with your shipping problems. 
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ne 
THE PROVING 
GROUND 


Progress, 





THE eyes of American capital are 

more than ever before trained on the 
Southland. The territory served by the 
Gulf, Mobile and Northern Railroad 
offers distinct advantages 


(1) to industries utilizing agricultural, 
forest and mineral resources 


(2) to industries distributing to the 
southern markets 


(3) to industries using imported materi- 
als or having products to export. 


A card or letter requesting information 
as to these factors or as to operating 
conditions and transportation costs will 
be given immediate attention. 


L. A. TIBOR, Traffic Manager. 
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Our Platform 


A revised system of transportation regulation based 
on modern competitive conditions, instead of patchwork 
amendment of the old law to make it apply to new trans- 
port agencies; less, instead of more, government control. 

Private ownership and operation of all transport. 
Take the government out of the ocean and inland water- 
way transportation business. 

Keep politics out of rate-making. 


A scientific determination by competent and unbiased 
investigation as to whether commercial motor vehicles are 
paying their fair share of the cost of highways used by 
them in their business, and a uniform application of the 
principles thus arrived at. 


Proper payment by inland waterway transport for the 
use of the waterways as a place of doing business. 


Equalization of regulation and treatment of the vari- 
ous agencies of transport and jurisdiction over all of them 
by the same body or coordinated bodies. 


Realization by railroads that they must do something 
by way of group operating economies to help themselves 
in their depressed condition, and cooperation by shippers 
in such economies. 

An Interstate Commerce Commission composed of 
men, not only of good character and general ability, but 
with some special training in and knowledge of the mat- 
ters with which they have to deal. 


Non-discriminatory and reasonable rates for shippers, 
but a rate level high enough to give the transport agencies 
the adequate revenue prescribed by sound public policy. 

A traffic department, in charge of a poe traffic 
man, for every business concern doing any considerable 
amount of shipping, and a realization by industrial traffic 
men that they must equip themselves to give the sort of 
service that will justify employing them. 





WHO GETS THE BENEFITS? 


HOUGH the provisions in S. 2009 authorizing in- 

quiry into the relative economy and fitness of rail 
carriers, water carriers, and motor carriers and the 
extent to which carriers have been aided financially 
by the government may be broad enough to permit the 
board of investigation and research to be created to go 
into the question of whether the ultimate consumer 
gets any benefit from the huge public expenditures for 
waterway improvements, we think there should be spe- 
cific language directing inquiry into that question. It is 
a question of importance on which there is substantial 
difference of opinion. Some believe that the ultimate 


consumer benefits while others do not. The facts should 
be ascertained. 

The inquiry could well be based on the following 
statement made by the House committee on rivers and 
harbors in reporting favorably the river and harbor 
authorization bill proposing to commit the government 
to spending $119,928,100 more on waterways: 

The prosecution of river and harbor improvement projects 
is definitely a good investment. No expenditure of public funds 
brings greater or more direct benefits to the American people 
than the: money which we spend upon our meritorious water- 
ways. Dividends are paid to the general public in the way of 
reduced transportation costs which is reflected in lower retail 
commodity costs. These returns far exceed the maintenance 
costs with a better-than-average return on the investment. 

Here is the “pro” of the proposition stated in re- 
assuring words. The committee asserts that dividends 
are paid to the general public in the way of reduced 
transportation costs reflected in lower retail commodity 
costs. Is that a fact? Are commodities shipped by 
water sold to the ultimate consumer at a price lower 
than if they had been shipped by railroad? 

This question could be answered by the board to 
be created by S. 2009. It should be directed to do it. 

Incidentally, there seems to be no end to the proj- 
ects proposed for improvements of waterways. Appro- 
priately, like the brook, they go on and on forever. 


RAILROAD REORGANIZATIONS 


ONGRESS should consider most carefully the bill 
approved by the Senate interstate commerce com- 
mittee creating a railroad reorganization court and 
prescribing standards to which railroad reorganization 
plans must conform. Not only will this measure, if 
made law, result in the creation of another government 
body when present agencies are taking care of the 
work it would do, but it also will impose directions com- 
pliance with which may not result in achieving the ends 
for which the authors hope. 

The reorganization court, under the bill, would ap- 
point, among others, such advisory counsel, law clerks, 
advisory experts, and assistants as in its opinion might 
be necessary. It would have authority to appoint such 
stenographers, clerks, and other employes “as are nec- 
essary in the execution of its functions.” Here is au- 
thority for the building up of a large government 
organization. Is it necessary? 

Opponents of the bill have pointed out that reor- 
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ganization proceedings involving the roads in reorgan- 
ization have reached an advanced stage. When these 
reorganization cases have been disposed of it is to be 
assumed that there will be little work for a reorganiza- 
tion court unless the volume of business continues at 
depression levels. And if this is to be the case, why 
spend a lot of the public’s money for a scheme of re- 
organization procedure that will not be necessary—for 
the government in all probability would become the 
owner and operator of the roads? 

We are not in disagreement with the view that 
reorganizations should be “realistic,” as it is said. In 
other words, the facts, so far as ascertainable, coupled 
with a prudent guess as to what the future holds, should 
govern in the making of reorganization plans. But we 
doubt seriously whether it should be a rebuttable pre- 
sumption that the “expectable future average annual 
net railway operating income of any railway property 
(in reorganization) will not exceed the annual average 
thereof during the twelve calendar years preceding the 
date of the close of hearings by the Commission on 
any matter to which such presumption may be rele- 
vant.” The committee made the period referred to 
twelve years instead of six years and the change is an 
improvement, but would it not be better to omit any 
fixed period in that respect? We think so. The deter- 
mination could well be left to the Commission, without 
its hands being tied by the twelve-year stipulation. 


Reorganizations of railroads should be carried 
through with as little expense as possible and, though 
fair wages should be paid to those who do the neces- 
sary work, reorganizations should not be vehicles for 
the granting of fortunes to the reorganizers. Again, 
the capital structures of the reorganized companies 
should be made on a sound basis—a basis that would 
prevent, so far as possible, a recurrence of financial 
difficulties. These things can be done by the Commis- 
sion and the courts under the present setup. If addi- 
tional enabling legislation is necessary, let it be en- 
acted, but Congress should not create a new agency 
that is not necessary. 


EDUCATIONAL INEPTITUDE 


E regard it as exceedingly unfortunate that the 
Committee on Debate Materials and Interstate 
Cooperation of the National University Extension Asso- 
ciation, which sponsors a nation-wide debate program 
in the high schools of the country, has for next year 
chosen the question: “‘Resolved: That the federal gov- 
ernment should own and operate the railroads.” 
The committee in its announcement says that each 
year more than a hundred thousand high school 
students participate in the discussion of the chosen 
question and that many millions of people make up 
the audiences for the debates, which are heard from 
public platforms and over the air. Also, the commit- 
tee issues two volumes each year dealing with the ques- 
tion approved for debate. 
Thus, even allowing for possible exaggeration by 


The Traffic World 


Vol. LXIII, No. 20 


the committee as to the number of people participating 
in and listening to its program, the performance next 
year will serve to impress on the public, especially the 
young people, that the question of government owner- 
ship or operation of the railroads is debatable on its 
merits. It is not. Government ownership is favored 
by no one but a few doctrinaires—and they none too 
positive about it—and a few labor unions—and they 
not active in propaganda except to use it as a club. 
Rather, government ownership is regarded by thinking 
and informed people as a danger that may be forced 
on the country because of unwise transportation states- 
manship and the folly of the railroads themselves in 
dealing with their problems as they should be dealt 
with. 

A much better service could be performed by 
these educators if they would promote a debate on the 
question of what could and should be done to avoid 
government ownership—and the discussion would be 
more appropriate in view of the facts. Debating the 
question as to whether we should have government 
ownership is as foolish as debating the question of 
whether we should have war. In each case the ques- 
tion should be not as to whether it was good, but as 
to how we might avoid it. 


RAIL PENSION DATA 


Vouchers certified to the Treasury in April for payment 
under the railroad retirement act amounted to $9,130,100.45 
as compared with $8,991,519.59 in March, according to the Rail- 
road Retirement Board. They included retroactive payments 
and adjustments for cancellations. 

“This brings the total from the beginning of payments to 
April 30, to $176,167,719.52, of which $88,569,200.47 was paid 
in ten months from July 1, 1938, to the end of April,” said 
the board. 

The average lump sum death benefit payment under the 
1937 act increased from $93.72 in March to $101.15 in April, 
as against an average of $61.35 up to the end of 1938. 

The board said the average payment would continue to 
increase for many years to come, since the lump sum death 
benefit payments were based on 4 per cent of accumulated 
credit earnings. 

Payments under the act on April 30 were being made on 
ely claims, at the rate of $8,124,472 a month, said the 

oard. 

The board has made a compilation showing the “age dis- 
tribution” of employes under the railroad retirement act in 
1937. Of the total of 1,957,688, 41,282 or 2.4 per cent were 
under 20; 183,347 or 10.6 per cent were 20 to 24, inclusive; 
169,988 or 9.8 per cent were 25 to 29, inclusive; 190,905 or 11 
per cent were 30 to 34, inclusive; 223,944 or 12.8 per cent were 
35 to 39, inclusive; 222,707 or 12.8 per cent were 40 to 44, 
inclusive; 217,639 or 12.5 per cent were 45 to 49, inclusive; 
178,698 or 10.3 per cent were 50 to 54, inclusive; 139,884 or 
8.1 per cent were 55 to 59, inclusive; 93,610 or 5.4 per cent 
were 60 to 64, inclusive; 56,056 or 3.2 per cent were 65 to 69, 
inclusive; 15,968 or nine-tenths of 1 per cent were 70 to 74, 
inclusive, and 3,652 or two-tenths of 1 per cent were 75 and 
over. There were 220,008 employes of unknown age. These 
were excluded in percentage computations. 


CAR SURPLUS REPORT 


Class I railroads in the period April 15-30, inclusive, had 
an average daily surplus of 265,414 cars, as compared with 
247,877 cars in the preceding period, according to the car 
service division of the Association of American Railroads. It 
was made up as follows: Plain box, 73,110; auto box, 12,815; 
total box, 85,925; flat, 6,387; gondola, 47,250; hopper, 98,362; 
total coal, 145,612; coke, 433; S. D. stock, 15,736; D. D. stock, 
3,161; refrigerator, 6,374; tank, 453 and miscellaneous, 1,333. 
Canadian roads reported a surplus of 16,790 cars, as compared 
with 16,855 cars in the preceding period, made up of 14,475 plain 
box, 550 auto box, 300 flat, 200 gondola, 525 S. D. stock, 225 
refrigerator, and 515 miscellaneous cars. 
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Current Topics in 
Washington 





Having received no_ reply 
from Henry H. Fahs, Jr., doing 
business as Fahs Motor Service, 
York, Pa., the Commission has 
denied his application in MC 63898, 
as it threatened to do when it 
issued a show cause order against him (see Traffic World, April 
15, p. 825). He stood pat on his telephoned statement that 
he did not want anything from the Commission. 

Out of the bigness of its heart, the Commission put off the 
denial until May 3 and issuance of its formal order until May 
15. It gave him ample time for repentance and retreat from 
his implied position that, having telephoned, it would be waste 
for him to write out an application for dismissal of his applica- 
tion or to show cause, if any, why it should not be dismissed. 

Argentine canned corned beef, it may 
be suggested, is poison ivy for President 
Roosevelt, even if it is not involved in 
European power politics because of Argen- 
tina’s supposed fondness for Hitler. 

When he said Argentine beef in a can 
was better than American beef, western senators howled that 
the honor of the American cow had been impugned, or some- 
thing like that. When he expressed the view that Americans 
were not eaters of canned beef, he got into the hair of the 
newspaper correspondents, especially when he suggested that 
not one of them had eaten canned beef within a year. Seem- 
ingly, every man and woman in the press conference, May 16, 
roared that he or she, many times within the year, had inhaled 
the fragrance from a plate of corned beef hash. 


Only a few in his audience could recall the boost his causin, 
along about 1906, gave corned beef hash as a breakfast dish. 
Cousin Theodore, not then on the best of political terms with 
Senator Marcus Hanna, of Ohio, learned the latter was giving 
corned beef breakfasts to a few of his intimates. “Teddy” 
smelled that hash from across the corner of the park in front 
of the White House one morning. So he invited himself to 
the feast. 


Naturally, Theodore Roosevelt, who had eaten hash from 
the tail board of a chuck wagon “out west,” was made welcome 
to the breakfast. Hanna, though Homer Davenport’s cartoons 
had created a different idea, was suave. He could meet a 
political opponent with graciousness, as he had had to do at 
the Philadelphia national convention in 1900, when Senator 
Platt, of New York, with the help of Senator Quay, of Penn- 
sylvania, kicked Theodore Roosevelt out of the governor’s 
chair at Albany and forced him on McKinley and Hanna as 
McKinley’s running mate. Hanna wanted John D. Long, of 
Massachusetts, to run with McKinley, but Hanna had to take 
Theodore and appear to like him, even as he had to appear to 
like him as a corned beef breakfast guest, self-invited. 


Jove’s Bolt Has Been 
Hurled at Contemptuous 


Henry H. Fahs 


When a Presi- 
dent Goes Out 
on a Limb 





H. B. Cummins, general manager 
of the Houston Port and Traffic Bureau, 
noting complaints to the Commission by 
Beaumont and Corpus Christi concern- 
ing the relationship as between Corpus 
Christi and Beaumont, on the one hand, 
and Galveston, Houston and Texas City, on the other, inquired 
of O. G. Richard, traffic manager of the port of Lake Charles, 
La., whether the “plan of encirclement” contemplated the filing 
of a similar complaint by Lake Charles, copies of his wonder- 
ing being sent to other traffic managers. 

The inquiry inspired Doss H. Berry, traffic manager of the 
port of Beaumont, to address the traffic managers, Harris, of 
Corpus Christi, Schulte, of Orange, Haines, of Port Arthur, and 
Hofmokel, of Brownsville, as follows: 


Western Gulf Port 
Fight Also a Mat- 
ter of Encirclement 


The recent communique from Herr Cummins of the Alliance of the 
Central Totalitarian States of Houston and Galveston, perhaps _in- 
spired (but at least endorsed with his customary naivete) by Mussolini 
Robinson, addressed to Premier Daladier Richard of Lake Charles, has 
aroused me to the necessity of looking to the state of repair of my um- 
brella, lest, in the hour of realization of our dream of encirclement, it 
rain unprovidentially. 

It is with some satisfaction that I observe that Stalin Harris of 
Soviet Corpus Christi has joined us in our declaration of war upon the 
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Houston-Galveston axis, and I derive some measure of satsfaction from 
the intervention of our ally Daladier in our own separate undertaking. 
Nevertheless, my long association with the diplomatic corps of the 
Western Gulf Port Democracies has given rise to some speculation in 
my mind as to the intentions (active or neutral) of our neighboring 
States of Polish Orange, Rumanian Port Arthur and Ukaranian Browns- 
ville. 

You will recall, Mr. Daladier, that Herr Cummins desires to know 
if you, too, will complain against the oppression of the Central Powers, 
as we and Corpus Christi have done. I would like your answer also, as 
well as those of the other democracies addressed. 





Without doubt members of the 
Railroad Retirement Board hope the 
railroads will continue to live for a 
long time. Therefore, they would prob- 
ably be expected to give the rails all 
the business they could. 

But a few days ago the board shipped 4,500 pounds of 
circulars and printed matter by air express from Washington 
to Pittsburgh, for distribution among the railroads. It was re- 
ported as the heaviest air express shipment since the spring of 
1936. In that year the big flood in the Ohio River Valley caused 
great shipments by air express. 

Necessity for speed was assigned for the use of air instead 
of rail service. The cost was less than by air mail. The load 
was so heavy that the air line that got the business put on an 
extra section—that is, an additional plane to carry 2,400 
pounds at one time. 


Railroad Retirement 
Board Circulars Go 
by Air, Not by Rail 





In the routine of the Commission 
there will have to be three, four, or 
five reports on the new plan for dis- 
posing of the Minneapolis and St. 
St. Louis, such being the bureaucratic method of dealing with a 
thing an ordinary man would think of settling with one report. 
Two new companies want to buy the property of the bankrupt 
at foreclosure sale. That’s one step. They want to issue securi- 
ties and assume obligations. That’s another. They want to 
borrow from the RFC. That’s another. And, finally, to the 
strains of the dead march from Saul or Chopin’s funeral march, 
there is the abandonment proposal. And one of the objects 
is to end the expense of litigation! 

Inasmuch as the Bureau of Finance is to do the paper work 
as well as make a recommendation through one of its exam- 
iners, perhaps there will be but one report, though there will 
have to be three, four, five, and possibly more, sets of papers. 

And whose is the blame? Diocletian, the new deal emperor, 
who, at the end of the third and beginning of the fourth cen- 
tury (284-305), abandoned the relatively simple life of the 
Roman emperors for the court life of eastern rulers. To deprive 
the army of the graft it had in the naming of emperors, he 
invented the scheme of two emperors, each helped by an assist- 
ant to be known as the Caesar, with a term of office for the 
emperors of twenty years, the Caesar of each to succeed him. 

That “reform” did not take root; the two emperors did not 
come into style until the empire was divided into two parts. 
But one “reform” did stick—bureaucracy. And how came that 
to be established? According to one college text book: “For 
the support of these courts large sums of money were neces- 
sary; Diocletian, therefore, reformed and extended the system 
of taxation and reduced the government to a bureaucratic form. 

“In this process he destroyed local liberty and self-govern- 
ment and so oppressed the people with taxes that the inevit- 
able result was universal bankruptcy. . The reforms of 
Diocletian did away with the last traces of republican rule. 

. The emperor was lord and God (dominus ac Deus). His 
word was law. He was the living law on earth (lex animata in 
terris). . . The finances of the empire were wholly in his 
hands. He assessed all taxes and tolls.” 

At one time, some Americans relieved their emotions by 
lustily singing a threat to hang some one on a sour apple tree, 
which threat, to their credit, they did not carry out. 

An emotional outlet for the present time might be afforded 
for those who view with alarm the growth of bureaucracy by 
substituting Diocletian for the one around whose name the 
threat was wound. It would be safe even if not one can even 
guess where the old emperor was buried—possibly pickled for 
preservation. Later, when American bureaucracy became really 
unbearable, the name of the American successor of “‘old Dioclet’”’ 
could be substituted, shortening of the name being necessary 
to make it fit the poetical form. 

Thoughtful traffic men, it is be- 
lieved, will approve the practice the 
Commission is establishing with re- 
gard to investigation and suspension 
proceedings in which railroads are 
trying to reduce rates to meet truck 
and water competition. That practice is to permit the rate to 
go into effect, but continue the investigation. 


Hang Old Diocletian 
on a Sour Apple Tree 


Good Practice Com- 
ing into Vogue in 
Suspension Cases 
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The practice is exemplified by what it has done recently 
in the matter of ex-lake grain rates and rates on new automo- 
biles. There was particularly good reason for both orders of 
the Commission lifting the suspension of the rates and con- 
tinuing the investigation. Of course, they were not novel acts, 
but they attracted more attention than their predecessors. With 
regard to reduced rates on grain it may be said that reductions 
at the beginning of navigation on the St. Lawrence and the 
New York State Canal, chiefly on account of the former, have 
been almost, if not quite, as certain as May music festivals and 
the derby and Preakness races. The reductions, so far as can 
be recalled, have never before been suspended. But, on account 
of a sensitiveness on the part of the Commission to criticism, 
mostly by ignorant but highly placed men, it was guessed that 
the grain cuts were suspended. But suspension, in practical 
effect, meant that the grain would all move by the river or 
canal, because a decision could not be expected in time to do 
the railroads any good. They had to have lower rates now or 
give up hope of carrying any ex-lake grain this year. So the 
rates were allowed to become operative. 

With regard to the rates on new automobiles, some think 
the case made by the Chrysler Corporation was enough to war- 
rant lifting the suspension. That company was able to show 
that its competitors had obtained reductions from assembly 
plant points, while the Chrysler plants, at Detroit in particular, 
were left on the higher level created by the refusal of the 
Commission to suspend reductions from the assembly plant 
points while the rates from Detroit were left untouched. 

It is believed that situations such as the grain and auto- 
mobile matters will arise many times in the near future in the 
fight between the railroads, om the one side, and water and 
truck carriers, on the other. When the railroads had a monopoly 
and a seven months suspension, authorized by the statute, was 
used by the Commission, almost as a matter of course, the 
hurt of a suspension order was not as great as it is expected to 
be hereafter.—A. E. H. 


REVENUE FREIGHT LOADING 


Loading of revenue freight the week ended May 13 totaled 
555,396 cars, according to the Association of American Rail- 
roads. This was an increase of 13,588 cars or 2.5 per cent 
above the corresponding week in 1938, a decrease of 214,164 
cars or 27.8 per cent below the same week in 1937, and a 
decrease of 17,461 cars or 3 per cent below the preceding week. 

All districts, except the Pocahontas, Southern and South- 
western reported increases compared with the corresponding 
week in 1938. All districts reported decreases compared with 
the corresponding week in 1937. 


1939 1938 1937 

Q Weeks tm JORUATY «..6ssisccccccsss 2,302,464 2,256,717 2,714,449 
4 weeks in February .............. 2,297,388 2,155,536 2,763,457 
I cnwp cass ssuwee ae 2,390,412 2,222,939 2,986,166 
po ee, ae eer 2,832,248 2,649,960 3,712,906 
Week ended May 6 ................ 572,857 536,149 763,495 
Week ended May 13 ............... 555,396 541,808 769,560 

NN Nee ns 5 aay kuna 10,950,765 10,363,109 13,710,033 


Revenue freight loading by districts the week ended May 
13 and for the corresponding period last year was reported as 
follows: 


Eastern district: Grain and grain products, 6,043 and 6,004; live 
stock, 1,120 and 1,154; coal, 20,902 and 19,956; coke, 1,542 and 1,257; 
forest products, 1,087 and 1,214; ore, 1,505 and 508; merchandise, L. C. 
L., 39,356 and 38,074; miscellaneous, 59,565 and 50,024; total, 1939, 131,- 
120; 1938, 118,191; 1937, 170,973. 

Allegheny district: Grain and grain products, 3,601 and 3,328; live 
stock, 721 and 901; coal, 11,759 and 20,678; coke, 1,192 and 1,492; forest 
products, 765 and 641; ore, 3,876 and 1,786; merchandise, L. C. L., 26,072 
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and 24,906; miscellaneous, 52,406 and 43,650; total, 1939, 100,392; 1938, 
97,382; 1937, 161,093. 

Pocahontas district: Grain and grain products, 239 and 240; live 
stock, 74 and 94; coal, 411 and 21,842; coke, 347 and 353; forest products, 
477 and 396; ore, 253 and 305; merchandise, L. C. L., 5,156 and 5,127; 
miscellaneous, 5,690 and 4,954; total, 1939, 12,647; 1938, 33,311; 1937, 
48,405. 

Southern district: Grain and grain products, 2,401 and 2,571; live 
stock, 1,031 and 1,028; coal, 5,050 and 9,556; coke, 392 and 266; forest 
products, 9,058 and 8,090; ore, 1,012 and 431; merchandise, L. C. L., 
27,081 and 26,426; miscellaneous, 38,720 and 37,021; total, 1939, 84,745; 
1938, 85,389; 1937, 106,530. 

Northwestern district: Grain and grain products, 9,336 and 7,658; 
live stock, 2,608 and 1,932; coal, 2,388 and 3,161; coke, 690 and 450; 
forest products, 8,952 and 7,414; ore, 13,146 and 6,395; merchandise, L. 


C. L., 19,099 and 18,875; miscellaneous, 29,999 and 25,294; total, 1939, 
86,218; 1938, 71,179; 1937, 124,804. 
Central Western district: Grain and grain products, 9,252 and 


8,808; live stock, 5,671 and 5,630; coal, 1,935 and 4,758; coke, 160 and 
148; forest products, 6,776 and 5,641; ore, 4,927 and 3,239; merchandise, 
L. C. L., 24,656 and 24,523; miscellaneous, 43,505 and 39,019; total, 
1939, 96,882; 1938, 91,766; 1937, 105,193. 

Southwestern district: Grain and grain products, 3,498 and 3,617; 
live stock, 1,558 and 1,427; coal, 777 and 1,453; coke, 132 and 107; forest 
products, 3,458 and 2,958; ore, 209 and 307; merchandise, L. C. L., 
10,741 and 10,914; miscellaneous, 23,019 and 23,807; total, 1939, 43,392; 
1938, 44,590; 1937, 52,562. 


FACTS ABOUT THE RAILROADS 


“For every mile of railroad in the United States there is 
an average of 542 inhabitants,” says the Association of Amer- 
ican Railroads. 

“Loss and damage claims paid by the railroads in 1938 
averaged only seventy cents for each carload of revenue 
freight. 

“The railroads on January 1, 1939, had approximately 17 
per cent less money tied up in materials and supplies than 
one year ago. 

“Claims paid by the railroads in 1938 as a result of thefts 
and robbery of freight in transit totaled $542,867, a decrease 
or 95.7 per cent compared with such claims in 1920. 

“Of the 93,312 miles of passenger train runs throughout 
the world over which schedules are maintained at a mile a 
minute and more, 48,247 miles are in the United States. 

“Railroad tax payments in 1938 were equal to the total 
revenue from the transportation of 3,638,000 carloads of freight. 

“Class I railroads in 1938 made capital expenditures 
amounting to $115,408,000 for locomotives, freight and pas- 
senger train cars and other equipment.” 


FINANCING RAILROADS 


Data as to how the railroads had financed themselves in 
the period 1921-1937, were placed before the Senate temporary 
national economic committee, called the monopoly committee, 
by John W. Barriger, 3d, chief examiner of the railroad division 
of the Reconstruction Finance Corporation, May 17. Though 
he made no recommendations as to financing of the railroads, 
he said any healthy industry must have continuous access to 
capital. In the case of the railroads, said he, it appeared that 
the capital that had gone into the industry since 1921 largely 
had come from the carriers’ own revenues. 

From 1921 to 1937 he said the total capital which the rail- 
roads had from all sources for extensions, betterments and re- 
placements of operating and non-operating activities was 
$10,313,000,000, and that of that total 71.81 per cent was in- 
come, 9.40 per cent decreases in working capital and 18.79 per 
cent from sale of securities. He went into the subject of de- 
preciation accounting. 

Mr. Barriger explained with reference to his exhibit that 
his purpose was merely to show what went on without making 
any appraisal of the situation. 


Revenue Freight Car Loading—Week Ended Saturday, May 13 


Grain and Live 
grain prod. stock Coal 
{ 1939 34,370 12,783 43,222 
PN Se ED KN snackceens ik oee 1 sent 32,226 12,166 81,404 
1937 26,476 12,545 116,287 
Preceding week May 6........... 1939 34,019 13,875 60,736 
Per cent increase over ............ 1938 6.7 5.1 
Per cent decrease under ......... 1938 46.9 
Per cent increase over ........... 1937 29.8 1.9 
Per cent decrease under ......... 1937 62.8 
1939 597,271 225,106 1,975,585 
Cumulative 19 weeks to May 13. | io38 633,661 230,656 1,883,116 
| 1937 547,342 238,260 2,750,511 
Per cent increase over ............ 1938 4.9 
Per cent decrease under ......... 1938 5.7 2.4 
Per cent increase over ........... 1937 9.1 
Per cent decrease under ......... 1937 5.5 28.2 


Per cent to 15 year average, 70.0. 


Forest Mdse. 

Coke products Ore L.C. L. Miscellaneous Total 
4,455 30,573 24,928 152,161 252,904 555,396 
4,073 26,354 12,971 148,845 223,769 541,808 

10,075 39,287 71,095 170,215 323,580 769,560 
5,368 30,127 16,612 153,803 258,317 572,857 

9.4 16.0 92.2 2.2 13.0 2.5 
55.8 22.2 64.9 10.6 21.8 27.8 
127,560 507,290 200,068 2,830,133 4,487,752 10,950,765 
96,863 490,493 148,382 2,806,991 4,072,947 10,363,109 
215,558 672,602 462,085 3,161,816 5,661,859 13,710,033 
31.7 3.4 34.8 8 10.2 5.7 
40.8 24.6 56.7 10.5 20.7 20.1 
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Decisions of Interstate Commerce Commission 





STRAWBERRIES, ETC., TO CANADA 


WARDS of reparation have been made to distributors of 
fresh fruits and vegetables at Montreal, Canada, the Com- 
mission, division 3, in No. 27982, Masson & Sons, Ltd., et al. vs. 
Atlantic Coast Line et al., on a finding of unreasonableness in 
rates on strawberries from North Carolina, cabbage from 
South Carolina and celery from Florida to that city. The for- 
mer complaint was filed Februery 18, 1938, to replace informal 
proceedings filed in 1937 and 1938. 

Reparation only was sought, said the complaint on straw- 
berries and cabbage. Reparation and new rates were asked 
as to celery from Florida. The Commission said that as it 
had no jurisdiction over that portion of the transportation from 
the international boundary line to Montreal its consideration 
would be confined to the question of reparation on past ship- 
ments. 

Shipments of strawberries from Chadbourn, N. C., cabbage 
from points in South Carolina in 1935 and celery from points 
in Florida in 1937. 

The Commission found the assailed minimum of 25,000 
pounds on celery from Vanderipe, Sanford and Oviedo, Fla., 
unreasonable to the extent it exceeded 20,000 pounds; the 
assailed rate of $1.45 on the 25,000 pound minimum from Bear- 
dall, Fla., unreasonable to the extent it exceeded the Lynch- 
burg, Va., combination of $1.37, minimum 20,000 pounds; and 
the assailed rates on strawberries and cabbage unreasonable to 
the extent they exceeded the lowest combination rates concur- 
rently in effect over routes through Rouses Point, N. Y., and 
awarded reparation to those bases. Complainants are to file 
Rule V statements. The permission extends to include M. 
Crelinsten & Sons who offered evidence in the form of a Rule 
V statement without sworn testimony in support of it, because, 
as the firm said, it was extremely busy at the time of the hear- 
ing and the claim was for only $73.96. The railroads objected 
to acceptance of the statement. 

Commissioner Miller dissented from the finding of un- 
reasonableness of the rate or $1.45 rate from Beardall. 


TIN RELIEF DENIAL AFFIRMED 


With Commissioner Mahaffie dissenting and Chairman 
Caskie noting a dissent, the Commission, on further hearing 
in fourth section application No. 16455, tin and tin articles to 
Gulf ports, embracing also fourth section application No. 16664, 
as amended, has affirmed its finding in the prior report, 222 
I. C. C. 733, denying authority to establish and maintain rates 
on tin and tin articles, in straight or mixed carloads, from St. 
Louis, Mo., and East St. Louis, Ill., to New Orleans, La., Mo- 
bile, Ala., Gulfport, Miss., and Pensacola, Fla., without observ- 
ing the long-and-short-haul part of section 4. By fourth sec- 
tion order No. 12850 entered in the prior report, applicants 
were denied authority to establish a rate of 71 cents on the 
commodities mentioned. On the further hearing applicants 
sought to establish a rate of 89 cents in lieu of the rate of 71 
cents which was denied in second supplemental fourth section 
order No. 12850. Denial of the applications becomes effective 
August 3. 

Relief to maintain the 71 cent rate, according to the re- 
port, was authorized temporarily by fourth section order No. 
12502. The measure of this rate, it said, was based on a water 
rate of 59 cents, plus an emergency charge of 5 cents, from 
eastern port cities to New Orleans and Mobile. The water 
rates to Gulfport and Pensacola were not shown, said the re- 
port, but applicants proposed the same all-rail rate to those 
ports to keep them on a competitive basis with New Orleans 
and Mobile. The report said that the general rate increases 
authorized March 8, 1938, resulted in increasing the 71 cent 
rate to 78 cents. At the further hearing, it said, the applica- 
tions were amended to the extent of proposing a rate of 89 
cents in lieu of 78 cents, because the all-water rate had been 
increased to 84 cents. The relief desired, the report said, was 
based on market competition. 

Applicants, the report said, relied principally on the Com- 
mission’s report on further hearing in Iron and steel to Texas 
Ports, 226 I. C. C. 298, wherein it granted relief on the ground 
of market competition, and reversed the prior findings of divi- 
sion 2, 206 I. C. C. 249, which had denied relief. However, 


it said, the grant of relief in that proceeding was based on 
the record there made; that the facts were fully developed on 
further hearing and thoroughly set forth in the Commission’s 
report therein. Pointing out that each application for relief 
must be determined on the evidence presented in justification 
thereof, the Commission said it could not assume that the sit- 
uation here was the same as the “special case’? found to sup- 
port the relief granted in Iron and Steel to Texas Ports, supra. 

“Except for the change in the amount of the rate proposed 
and the assertion that there has been an increase in the all- 
rail movement of this traffic under the lower rate temporarily 
authorized, and that such movement will continue under the 
proposed rate, the evidence submitted at the further hearing is 
substantially the same as that heretofore considered by division 
2,” said the Commission. ‘The evidence falls short of making out 
a special case.” 

In his dissent, Commissioner Mahaffie said that in his 
judgment the record here warranted the relief sought and the 
application should be granted. Concurring, Commissioner East- 
man said he concurred in the results but for the reasons stated 
in his separate expression in Paper and Paper Articles to New 
Orleans, 88 I. C. C. 345, 351-3. 


CITRUS FRUITS FROM TEXAS 


Continuance of fourth section relief granted temporarily 
in the prior report, 222 I. C. C. 390, as to rates on citrus fruits 
from points in Texas to Baltimore, Md., Philadelphia, Pa., New 
York, N. Y., and Boston, Mass., has been authorized by the 
Commission, division 2, by second supplemental fourth section 
order No. 12790, based on fourth section application No. 16565, 
citrus fruits from Texas to north Atlantic ports, subject to 
an earning limitation. 

In the prior report the applicants, represented by Agent 
F. A. Leland, were authorized to establish and maintain until 
July 1, 1938, over existing routes, rates of $1.165 from produc- 
ing points in Texas on the Port Isabel & Rio Grande valley; 
$1.10 from other producing points in the lower Rio Grande 
valley and from intermediate points, the latter rate to be ob- 
served aS maximum, to the ports mentioned and to maintain 
higher rates to intermediate points. That authorization, later 
extended until the further order of the Commission was to 
enable the applicants to meet competition of steamship lines 
from Port Isabel and Brownsville, Tex., to north Atlantic ports 
in connection with motor carriers to the Texas ports and also 
competition created at the destinations named by the movement 
of citrus fruits from Florida. 

In the second supplemental fourth section order mentioned 
the applicants were authorized to establish and maintain over 
existing routes rates not lower than $1.165 from producing 
points on the Port Isabel & Rio Grande Valley and not lower 
than $1.10 from the other producing points in Texas, which 
latter rate is to be observed as maximum from intermediate 
origins, to the north Atlantic ports subject to the proviso that 
the relief shall not apply to routes as to which the yield of 
the rate of $1.10 based on a minimum of 36,000 pounds, and 
the —— from Harlingen, Tex., would be less than 12 cents 
a car-mile. 


ARKANSAS STATE RATES 


The Commission, in a report written by Commissioner 
Miller in No. 28095, increases in intrastate freight rates and 
charges within Arkansas, a thirteenth section proceeding, has 
found that intrastate rates on petroleum and products, asphalt, 
forest products taking other than lumber rates, silica sand in 
box cars, brick and cotton in less than carloads, which the 
Arkansas commission would not allow to be increased to the 
interstate level created by the fifteen per cent case decision, 
do not discriminate against interstate or foreign commerce or 
otherwise violate the law. The proceeding has been discon- 
tinued. 

The record preponderantly showed, said Commissioner 
Miller, that any increase in the intrastate rates on petroleum 
and its products, asphalt, or brick, would merely divert this 
traffic to the trucks with consequent loss in respondents’ 
revenue. No shipper, he added, offered evidence intended to 
show he was prejudiced by reason of the rates imposed by 
authority of Arkansas. Evidence, he said, was introduced by 
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shippers in Arkansas that they would be prejudiced if the 
present Arkansas rates on forest products involved in this pro- 
ceeding, by the car rates, and silica sand were increased 
without corresponding increases in Louisiana and Oklahoma. 

While the carriers’ petition asking for the investigation 
was based on the assumption that bringing them up to the 
interstate level would increase their revenue, Commissioner 
Miller said the record showed the rates on petroleum and its 
products, forest products, and brick were established to meet 
truck and other forms of competitive transportation, and that 
such competition was now more intense than when they were 
established. Protestants against the proposal to bring up the 
rates asserted that if they were raised to the interstate level 
the traffic undoubtedly would be diverted to other forms of 
transportation. That view was also held by the Arkansas 
commission, he said. That, said the report, was one of the 
principal reasons which influence the Arkansas commission to 
exempt the involved commodities from its order permitting 
increases. 

The Arkansas lines estimated that if the petroleum rates 
were brought to the interstate level their revenue would be in- 
creased $126,178 a year, the estimate being based on the as- 
sumption that the traffic would continue to move by rail. At 
the time the present rates on petroleum were established, 
according to the report, the petroleum shippers agreed to use 
the railroads. 

Witnesses for the petroleum shippers, the report said, 
testified that the instant the rates were increased as proposed 
they would immediately begin shipping by truck. It was testi- 
fied in behalf of the principal producer of petroleum in Arkan- 
sas that, while its present facilities were built for shipments 
by rail, it had been offered a contract for transporting its 
output by truck at a rate 70 per cent of the rail rate and that 
if the present rates were increased it would reconstruct its 
facilities and ship by truck at an annual saving of over $52,000. 

Increases in the revenues on other commodities were esti- 
mated by the railroads to range from about $1,400 to $9,700 
a year, the smaller figure pertaining to silica sand and the 
larger to the considered forest products, the latter moving at 
the car rates. 


POWER OVER MOTOR EMPLOYES 


Agreeing with representatives of organized labor, the 
Commission, in Ex Parte MC 28, holds that its authority to 
prescribe qualifications and maximum hours of service of em- 
ployes of motor carriers is limited to prescribing such regula- 
tions for such employes whose activities affect the safety of 
operation of motor vehicles. It called attention to the fact that 
in Ex Parte MC 2, Maximum Hours of Service of Motor Car- 
rier Employes, 3 M. C. C. 665, it had indicated that in its view 
its jurisdiction under section 204(a) of the motor carrier act 
over employes of common contract and private carriers, ex- 
tended only to employes whose activities affected the safety 
of operation of motor vehicles. 

Disagreeing with the International Brotherhood of Team- 
sters, etc., the Commission decided that that part of section 
202(a) of the motor act declaring the policy of Congress to be 
that regulation of motor carriers should be for the purpose 
of fostering ‘sound economic conditions” among carriers did 
not authorize it to consider general economic and unemploy- 
ment conditions and sociological factors in prescribing hours 
of service. It said there was no indication that the hours of 
service, when regulated solely with a view to safety of opera- 
tion, were affected either directly or indirectly by such factors. 
The provisions of section 202, the report said, evinced a clear 
intent of Congress to limit the Commission’s jurisdiction to 
regulating the industry as part of the transportation system 
of the country. 

“To extend that regulation to features which are not char- 
acteristic of transportation nor inherent in that industry strikes 
us as an enlargement of our jurisdiction unwarranted by any 
express or implied provision in that act, which vests in us all 
the powers we have,” said the report. 

Agreeing with the view of representatives of common and 
contract carriers, Commissioner Rogers, in a dissent, said he 
was convinced that as a matter of law the motor carrier act 
conferred jurisdiction on the Commission over the hours of 
service of all employes of common and contract carriers, in 
language which was so clear and unambiguous that it was not 
open to the construction given in this proceeding. Commissioner 
Lee concurred in that expression and Commissioner Alldredge 
noted a concurrence in the result achieved by the majority. 

Enactment of the fair labor standards act, more commonly 
known as the wages-hours act, caused the initiation of this pro- 
ceeding. The provision of section 7 of that act says the act shall 
not apply to any employe with respect to whom the Commis- 
sion has power to establish qualifications and maximum hours 
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of service under section 204 of the motor carrier act, or to any 
employe of an employer subject to part I of the interstate 
commerce act. Because of that exemption, the report in this 
proceeding said, the question of whether the Commission’s 
jurisdiction under section 204(a) of the motor carrier act ex- 
tended to all employes of carriers, or only to those who ac- 
tivities affected the safety of operation, became of great im- 
portance to carriers and employes alike. 

The Commission listened to arguments on the question in 
this proceeding, which was instituted to obtain expressions of 
views. Having announced its holding the Commission has dis- 
continued the proceeding. 


RATES OF STREAM LINE, INC. 


The Commission, by division 5, in I. and S. M. 397, Stream 
Line, Inc.—rates between Illinois, Minnesota and Wisconsin, 
has found unlawful proposed reduced class and commodity 
rates and classification exception ratings between points in 
Illinois, Minnesota and Wisconsin published in Tariff MF- 
I.C. C. 52 of Stream Line, Inc., of Chicago, Ill. The schedules 
filed to become effective July 15, 1938, were suspended until 
April 11, 1939. Protest was made by the Illinois-Minnesota 
Motor Carriers Conference, Inc. 

The Commission said that the proposed reduced rates and 
ratings would be unreasonably low and would tend to encour- 
age unfair and destructive competitive practices and to destroy 
sound economic conditions among an adequate, economical and 
efficient service between motor carriers in the territory in- 
volved. 

The report said that respondent produced no evidence to 
show that the proposed reduced rates and ratings were com- 
pensatory, and that it failed to furnish the Commission with 
a statement of its cost of operation. Typical of the proposed 
reductions, said the report, was a reduction in the rate from 
39 to 33 cents on cleaning, scouring, or washing compounds, 
minimum 20,000 pounds, from St. Paul and Minneapolis to Chi- 
cago, which would earn but 15.5 cents a loaded truck-mile. 

The Commission said that before it could approve the es- 
tablishment of reduced truck rates, which were lower than 
those maintained generally by other motor carriers, there 
should be convincing evidence that such rates would provide 
reasonable compensation for the services rendered, and there 
was no such evidence here. It said the evidence in this pro- 
ceeding indicated that the proposed rates were lower than were 
necessary for the maintenance of adequate and efficient service 
in the territory. 


TRANSIT GRAIN AT MILWAUKEE 


Against the objections of grain interests at both Chicago 
and Milwaukee, the Commission, in No. 27909, Milwaukee 
Grain & Stock Exchange vs. A. & W. et al. and I. and S. 
No. 4427, transit grain at Milwaukee, has found justified sched- 
ules under suspension proposing grant of additional transit 
at Milwaukee, Wis., on grain and grain products from origins 
in Illinois, Iowa, Wisconsin, Minnesota, the Dakotas and Wis- 
consin to destinations in Wisconsin and Illinois. The schedules 
which have been found justified were protested by the Chicago 
Board of Trade. 

Still dissatisfied with the present and the transit proposed 
at Milwaukee the formal complaint was filed by the Milwaukee 
Grain & Stock Exchange, according to the report. The com- 
plaint has been dismissed and the suspension proceeding has 
been discontinued as of May 31. 

The Commission found that the complaint seeking transit 
at Milwaukee in addition to that proposed in the suspended 
schedules, had not been sustained. It said that the complain- 
ants’ contention that the issue of undue prejudice to Mil- 
waukee and undue preference of so-called interior points in 
Wisconsin, Iowa and Minnesota, including Cedar Rapids, Man- 
kato, Janesville and other points should be herein determined, 
irrespective of the effect of that finding on the relation of the 
rates through Milwaukee and Chicago, Minneapolis and Duluth 
because the issue of the relation of the rates through Mil- 
waukee and those other markets was not raised by them, had 
not been sustained, in view of the findings respecting that 
very relation, in Grain and Grain Products, 205 I. C. C. 301, 
out of which this proceeding directly arose, and in view also 
of the active participation of those markets in the present 
suspension and complaint proceeding, the latter by direct 
intervention. 

The schedules in the suspension proceeding, the report 
said, proposed to extend transit at Milwaukee in respect of 
shipments from Illinois, Iowa, Minnesota, the Dakotas and 
Wisconsin; to widen the origin and destination territories and 
present transit; and to cancel out-of-line and back-haul ar- 
bitraries in respect to much of the traffic. 
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A general idea as to the contentions of the Milwaukee in- 
terests as the Commission saw them is shown by the finding 
that the contention of Milwaukee complainants had not been 
sustained. The report said that the Commission at the outset 
of its report must reject the procedural view of the complain- 
ants as to the issue of discrimination as between and the rate- 
break markets, that is Chicago, Minneapolis and Duluth, and 
Milwaukee. The present proceeding, the Commission added, 
grew directly out of, “and is the final chapter in,” its finding 
in the big grain case, supra, in respect of the relation of 
Milwaukee and the rate-break markets. 

After saying that representatives of those rate-break mar- 
kets had participated in informal conferences with the car- 
riers and were active participants in the suspension proceed- 
ings, the Commission said, “these markets cannot be outlawed 
by the fiat of a complaint of one of the interested parties, 
alleging discrimination only in favor of transit points (interior 
points) other than the rate-break markets.” 

Dissenting, in part, Commissioner Lee said the decision 
of the majority herein was not only directly counter to the 
Commission’s general observations in the grain case concerning 
the curtailment of out-of-line and back-haul transit arrange- 
ments, but also seemed to restore much of the undue preference 
of Milwaukee over Chicago which was condemned in the grain 
case. To illustrate he recited that from points on the Mil- 
waukee railroad in Minnesota and the Dakotas, and on and 
north of its line westerly from La Crescent, Minn., to Wessing- 
ton Springs, S. D., grain might now move directly east through 
Madison, Wis., to Milwaukee, where it might be transited and 
the grain or its products shipped back to Madison over the 
same rails for an arbitrary of three cents, the out-of-line serv- 
ice being 164 miles. The majority, he said, authorized the 
carrier to perform this additional service in the future for 
nothing. If Chicago transited grain from the same origins for 
an additional back-haul service of 164 miles in the direction of 
Madison, it would continue to pay its present proportionals, not 
less than 8.5 cents, for such additional service. 


The record as a whole suggested, said Commissioner Lee, 
that the rates throughout this general territory were con- 
structed on a level to include too much out-of-line transit to 
be paid for by the producer and that perhaps a reduction 
in the rates from the country origins, with a separate charge 
for substantial out-of-line transit, to be paid for by the user 
of the transit rather than the producer, might be in order. 

Commissioner McManamy joined in that dissent. Com- 
missioner Mahaffie, also dissenting in part, said that while 
agreeing that the complaint should be dismissed, said the 
suspended schedules should be found not justified. Saying the 
carriers were proposing to extend out-of-line, back-haul and 
free transit service, he said there was no too much of such 
wasteful transportation of grain and grain products. These 
schedules, according to his view, would create more prejudice 
than they could be expected to cure. Reduction of such serv- 
ices rather than their increase was needed in this adjustment, 
said he. 


MOTOR RATE ON TIN PLATE 


A finding of no unlawfulness as to proposed schedules filed 
by Motor Express and Terminal Corporation, of Brooklyn, 
N. Y., establishing a commodity rate of 15 cents on tin plate, 
in straight truckloads, minimum 30,000 pounds, or in mixed 
truckloads with other commodities, which may not exceed 10 
per cent of the total weight of the shipment, between Phila- 
delphia, Pa., and Camden, N. J., on the one hand, and New 
York, N. Y., on the other, has been made by the Commission, 
division 5, in I. and S. M-283, rates over Motor Express & 
Terminal Corporation. Suspension orders have been vacated 
and the proceeding discontinued. The Commission said that 
the finding was without prejudice to any different conclusion 
which might be reached in Ex Parte MC20, Eastern Truck Line 
motor carrier rates, now pending. 

Schedules were filed to become effective January 6, 1938, 
but were suspended on protest of the Middle Atlantic States 
Motor Carrier Conference, Inc. The present rate on tin plate, 
truckloads, between New York and Philadelphia, according to 
the report, is 15 cents, minimum 20,000 pounds, over the lines 
of respondent and members of the motor conference. The other 
commodities, fibreboard boxes, can tappers, tin can covers, 
printing ink, pulpboard, solder, rubber cement, paper forms, 
stationery, and printers’ rollers, according to the report, usually 
move in less than truckload quantities at much higher rates. 
It said that respondents’ less than truckload rates on these 
commodities between New York and Philadelphia were 30 
cents on fibreboard boxes, 31 cents on printers’ rollers, etc. The 
purpose of the suspended items, it said, was to permit the inclu- 
sion of the mentioned commodities, which were used in the 
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plant and offices of the American Can Co., in its shipments of 
tin plate. The report said that all the articles which respondent 
included in the proposed mixture might be shipped in mixed 
truckloads under present rates. The applicable charges on a 
mixed shipment of this character, it said, was the highest rate 
and minimum weight applicable on any article in the shipment, 
or, the truckload rate and minimum on the tin plate and the 
less-than-truckload rates on the other articles, whichever re- 
sulted in lower aggregate charges. 

Respondent, the report said, proposed to safeguard its 
revenues under the suspended rate by limiting the commodi- 
ties other than tin plate in any one shipment to 10 per cent 
of the total weight of the shipment. It also proposed to assess 
a charge of 7 cents a hundred pounds, minimum 50 cents, for 
each pick-up necessary when the miscellaneous articles were 
loaded at a different point than the tin plate, limited to a 
maximum of five pick-ups for the entire shipment. 

The Commission said it was not contended that charges 
accruing under the suspended item would be noncompensatory. 
A minimum shipment handled in one vehicle would yield 
revenue in excess of 50 cents a truck mile, it said. It said that 
the grouping together of the particular commodities in mixed 
shipments did not appear to violate any provision of the motor 
carrier act. 


COMMISSION REPORTS 


Narrow Cotton Fabrics 


No. 28043, Narrow Fabric Manufacturers’ Committee vs. 
A. C. & Y. et al. By division 2. Dismissed. First class rates 
and rating, narrow cotton fabrics, Philadelphia, Cheltenham 
and York, Pa., to destinations throughout official territory not 
shown to.be unreasonable. Complainant asked prescription of 
third class rates and ratings for the future. Concurring, Chair- 
man Caskie said his action here was without prejudice to any 
conclusions he might reach in Cotton, Woolen and Knitting 
Factory Products, 211 I. C. C. 692, which had been reopened 
for rehearing. 

Corn 

Fourth section application No. 17383, corn from Illinois 
to New Orleans, La. By division 2. Chicago, Burlington & 
Quincy and other carriers authorized, in fourth section order 
No. 13424, to establish over their routes, on corn, minimum 
80,000 pounds, from Havana, Peoria and Pekin, Ill., to New 
Orleans, when for export, coastwise, and intercoastal move- 
ment, rates the same as those contemporaneously in effect on 
like traffic over the route of the Illinois Central and Yazoo & 
Mississippi Valley but not less than, 17 cents, and to main- 
tain higher rates from intermediate points. Temporary relief 
was authorized by fourth section order No. 13179. Relief was 
granted to the Illinois Central and the Yazoo & Mississippi 
Valley on account of competition of barges operating on the 
Illinois and Mississippi rivers and motor trucks operating from 
nearby points to the river ports. Applicants’ routes, the Com- 
mission said, were also competitive both with barges on the 
Illinois and Mississippi rivers and the route of the Illinois 
Central and Yazoo & Mississippi Valley. 


Car Trucks 

No. 27870, Lightsey Brothers vs. S. A. L. et al. By divi- 
sion 4. On reconsideration finding in the prior report, 229 
I. C. C. 526 that the rate charged on railway car trucks and 
parts, Olustee, Fla., to Hampton, S. C., was inapplicable. In 
the prior report the Commission found a rate of 46 cents, ap- 
plied in January, 1934, was inapplicable and awarded repara- 
tion to the basis of a rate of 32 cents. The modified finding 
is that the applicable rate was 34.5 cents, minimum 36,000 
pounds. Reparation of $501.17, with interest, awarded. 


Cast Iron Pipe 

No. 28032, United States Pipe & Foundry Co. vs. L. & N. 
By division 2. Dismissed. Rates, cast iron pipe, shipments 
between July 10 and August 5, 1935, North Birmingham, Ala., 
to Mobile, Ala., inapplicable, resulting in undercharges. Ap- 
plicable rate not unreasonable. Charges were collected at a 
rate of $2.45. Applicable rate was found to be $3.13. Com- 
plainant sought waiver of undercharges to the basis of the 
rate charged. The railroad has instituted an action in court 
to collect the outstanding undercharges, says the report. 


Anthracite Coal 


Fourth section application No. 17293, anthracite coal to 
West Chester, Pa. By division 2. Central of New Jersey, 
Lehigh & New England, and Pennsylvania authorized, in fourth 
section order No. 13426, to establish, over their interstate routes, 
on anthracite from the Lehigh and Wyoming regions to West 
Chester, rates the same as over intrastate routes, but not 
lower than $2.20 a long ton, without observing the long and 
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short part of section 4. Temporary relief was authorized in 
fourth section order No. 13108. The relief is subject to 50 and 
70 per cent circuity limitations and the equidistant clause. 
The circuity limitation is subject to a proviso to the effect 
that where the distance over the short line or route exceeds 
150 miles and the distance over the longer line does not exceed 
255 miles the relief will apply over the longer line even though 
it be more than 50 per cent circuitous. 





COMMISSION MOTOR REPORTS 


In MC F-786, Oregon-Nevada-California Fast Freight, Inc., 
consolidation, Ernest Gritsch et al., the Commission, by divi- 
sion 5, has approved consolidation into Oregon-Nevada-Cali- 
fornia Fast Freight, Inc., of San Francisco, Calif., of operating 
rights and property of Ernest A. Gritsch, of Red Bluff, Calif., 
dba Chico-Red Bluff Freight Lines, Frank M. Gritsch, of Med- 
ford, Ore., dba Medford-Klamath Truck Lines, and Sacramento- 
Medford Truck Lines, J. A. Gritsch, of San Francisco, Calif., 
dba Oregon-California Fast Freight, and Nevada-California 
Fast Freight, and Nevada-California Fast Freight, of Nevada, 
Ltd., of Reno, Nev. 


In MC 33608, Walter L. Boyd, contract carrier application, 
embracing also Sub. No. 1, Same, extension of operations, the 
Commission, by division 5, has authorized operation by appli- 
cant, as successor in interest to John F. Soward, dba Soward 
Truck Line, to continue operation as a contract carrier of 
gasoline, in tank trucks, over a specified route from Linnton, 
Ore., to Boise, Ida., serving certain intermediate Idaho points. 
However, the Commission denied the extension application un- 
der the grandfather clause to transport as a contract carrier 
gasoline, in tank trucks, over specified routes from Boise, 
Weiser, New Plymouth, and other Idaho points to destinations 
in southwestern Idaho. 


In MC 88603, East & West Motor Lines, Inc., common 
carrier application, embracing also MC 34675, Sub. No. 1, A. 
A. A. Highway Express, Inc., extension of operations, the Com- 
mission, by division 5, has authorized operation as a common 
carrier of general commodities, with exceptions, between Au- 
gusta, Ga., and Charleston, S. C., serving the intermediate 
points of Bath, Clearwater and Langley, S. C., and the off- 
route point of Graniteville, S. C., over a regular route. The 
Commission denied that part of the application for authority to 
transport as a common carrier general commodities, with ex- 
ceptions, between Atlanta, Ga., and points in South Carolina. 

The Commission, by division 5, in MC 42260, sub.-No. 1, 
Thomas J. Laper New York-Florida extension, has denied a 
certificate authorizing the applicant to operate as a common 
carrier of household goods between Rye, N. Y., on the one 
hand, and Virginia, the Carolinas, Georgia and Florida, on the 
other. The Commission said that the applicant, who had been 
in business since 1925 had occasionally received shipments to 
the claimed territory, but had transferred them to other car- 
riers on a commission, having handled one shipment to Rome, 
Ga., in 1933 and another in 1931 to Jacksonville, Fla. 

In MC 11602, sub.-No. 1, Murray Baum extension of op- 
erations, the Commission by division 5, on reconsideration, 
has modified the findings in the prior report by the addition 
of Laurel, Mont., as a point of origin to be served by appli- 
cant as a contract carrier of refined petroleum products. 

In MC F-740, Wilson Truck Co., Inc., purchase, G. T. 
Smith et al. has approved and authorized the purchase by 
Wilson Truck Co., Inc., of operating rights of G. T., J. L. and 
O’Donnell Smith, doing business as Smith Brothers, but has 
deferred entry of an order pending outcome of a pending com- 
plaint under section 212 (a), seeking revocation of the ven- 
dor’s certificate. 

In MC F-668, E. S. Davis, control, Corbin Truck Line, Inc., 
the Commission, by division 5, has authorized acquisition by 
E. S. Davis, of East St. Louis, Ill., dba Fairy Crest Co., of 
control of the Corbin Truck Line, Inc., Nashville, Tenn., by 
purchase of capital stock, subject to the condition that the 
approval shall not in any manner affect any claim by appli- 
cant or Corbin to dual operating authority. 

In MC F-662, Kerrville Bus Co., Inc., purchase, Joe Am- 
berson, the Commission, by division 5, has authorized pur- 
chase by Kerrville Bus Co., Inc., of Kerrville, Tex., of operat- 
ing rights and property of Joe Amberson, of San Antonio, Tex., 
dba Union Bus Lines, subject to the condition that Amberson 
file with the Commission a registration application covering 
his operations as a common carrier of passengers between 
Brady and Austin, Tex., and file an amendment to the bus com- 
pany charter covering the revision in capital stock authorized. 
Dissenting, Commissioner Lee said the purchase would elim- 
inate applicant’s only competitor, rail or motor, over a direct 
route between San Antonio, Big Spring, and certain inter- 
mediate points. Competition, he said, was desirable, where the 
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traffic would support competing bus operations, and, since the 
operations of both applicant and vendor were prospering, it 
was apparent that there was sufficient business for both opera- 
tions. He said he would deny the application. 

In MC F-770, Hayes Freight Lines, Inc., purchase, Wabash 
Valley Express, Inc., the Commission, by division 5, has au- 
thorized purchase by Hayes Freight Lines, Inc., of Mattoon, 
Ill., of operating rights and property of Wabash Valley Ex- 
press, Inc., of Peru, Ind., $30,000. The report is subject to 
the condition that the applicant and Hayes Freight Lines, Inc., 
of Indiana, promptly to take such steps as may be necessary 
and legal to effect a unification of the properties and operating 
rights, interstate and intrastate, of the latter, through lease 
or otherwise, in applicant. 

In MC 21397, H. J. Hahn, contract carrier application, the 
Commission, by division 5, has authorized continuance of opera- 
tion as a contract carrier of cigar boxes from Hanover, Pa., to 
New York, N. Y., and Lima and Cincinnati, O.; and commodi- 
ties used by manufacturers of cigar boxes from Baltimore, Md., 
Hanover, Pa., over irregular routes, under the grandfather 
clause. 

In MC 1114, Elmer Dovel and Irvin J. Dovel, contract car- 
rier application, embracing also Sub. No. 1, Same, extension of 
operations, the Commission, by division 5, has authorized con- 
tinuance of operation as a contract carrier of refined petroleum 
products from points in Kansas to Auburn, Nebraska City, 
and Nehawka, Neb.; also from Kansas refineries to Auburn, 
Nebraska City, Elk Creek, Tecumseh and Verdon, Neb. 


BLACKSTRAP IN TRAIN LOTS 


The American Sugar Cane League, composed of growers 
of sugar cane, producers of raw and refined sugar and black- 
strap molasses has asked the Commission to reject a tariff of 
New Orleans-Peoria, Ill., lines proposing a rate of 14 cents on 
blackstrap molasses from New Orleans to Peoria and Pekin, 
Ill., in tank cars, minimum 1,800 net tons. The association 
translated that minimum into forty tank carloads. 

The Commission having no power to reject a tariff that is 
regular in form, the association’s request will be treated as a 
protest and request for suspension of supplement 38 to Emer- 
son’s 17-D, his I. C. C. 261, dated to be effective June 8. The 
schedule establishes rates applicable via Illinois Central and 
Missouri Pacific routes, subject to Rule 27 which makes the 
rate applicable to all points intermediate between New Orleans 
and Peoria and Pekin. 

As understood by the objecting association the 14-cent 
rate is regarded as necessary to recapture traffic from private 
barges operating between the rail termini covered by the tariff. 
The railroads had not, at the time the association made its 
request, offered a defense of their move. In other instances in 
which rates on blackstrap from Louisiana and Gulf ports, where 
Cuban molasses is received, to the alcohol distilling district 
of Peoria have been involved, the railroads have set forth that 
to compete with barges they had to make low rates to persuade 
the distillers, particularly those interested in making solvents 
not to use their own barges. 

This Emerson tariff is regarded as distinctly raising the 
old question whether, under the law, as construed by the Com- 
mission, it can permit rates based on trainloads instead of, as 
heretofore, adhering to its more than forty-odd-year-old deter- 
mination that trainload rates are violative of the rule of 
equality. 

In 1897 the Commission in Paine Brothers & Co. vs. Lehigh 
Valley et al., 7 I. C. C. 218, in an opinion written by Chairman 
Knapp, dealt with cargo or train lot shipments of ex-lake 
grain for export. The Commission therein held that the prin- 
ciple involved under lower rates for cargo or train load quanti- 
ties than for carload shipments, whether for export or domestic 


use, violated the rule of equality and tended to defeat its just 
and wholesome purpose. 


The Commission has dealt with the subject eight or nine 
times since then without change of view, although in a num- 
ber of cases it has failed to condemn rates which it was be- 
lieved would not have been allowed to pass except on the 
belief that the traffic would move in train lots and would not 
be unduly prejudicial because there probably would be no traffic 
offered in carload lots. 


; The cane association said many of its members were not 
in a position to produce as much as forty tank cars of black- 
strap in a year. It said that it took a rather large operation to 
produce as many tank cars of blackstrap molasses as the pro- 
posed minimum in a whole season. The net result, said the 
association, of the proposal would be “class rate legislation 
and a type of rate construction promoting the large as against 
the small producer so far as the markets involved are con- 
cerned, and consequently such a publication would obviously 


be in contravention of the interstate commerce act, particu- 
larly section 3.” 


May 20, 1939 
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RATES ON NEW AUTOMOBILES 


The Commission, May 13, vacated its order of suspension 
in I. and S. 4620, automobiles, C. F. A. to east and south, so 
far as it related to Jones’ I. C. C. 3267 proposing reduced rates 
on new automobiles. The investigation of those rates is also 
embraced in No. 28190, the general inquiry instituted by the 
Commission into automobile rates. By reason of the vacation 
of the suspension order the rates proposed by the carriers could 
be made operative subject to the views the Commission might 
express in the general inquiry. The reduced rates, generally 
speaking, are higher than the water-truck rates but somewhat 
lower than some of the all-truck rates. 

The Chrysler Corporation filed a petition in I. and S. No. 
4620 which was made public the day the Commission vacated 
its order as to the Jones tariff, asking that the Commission 
vacate its order of suspension in I. and S. No. 4620, alleging 
that by reason of the Commission’s action in that case Chrys- 
ler had been placed in an extremely seriouse situation in its 
competition with other large manufacturers of automobiles. 
It pointed out that last fall railroads began reducing rates 
on automobile parts to meet truck competition which were of 
great benefit to its competitors. Chrysler said that it dis- 
tributed set-up cars from Detroit whereas competitors had 
assembly plants in New Jersey, New York, Pennsylvania and 
Ohio from which they distributed cars under more favorable 
rate conditions than prevailed at Detroit. The Jones tariff, 
it said, was intended to correct the Detroit situation. 

The action of the Commission in I. and S. No. 4620, Chrys- 
ler said, had produced a result which would be lawful if 
done by carriers, namely, the creation of undue prejudice and 
preference in violatiton of section 3 of the interstate commerce 
act. 

Complying with a request of the Commission, the Chrysler 
Corporation, in No. 28190, new automobiles in interstate com- 
merce, has told the regulating body that in that proceeding it 
will raise the question of the reasonableness of the existing 
classification ratings of automobiles, the reasonableness as 
maxima of existing rates by all forms of transportation from 
its plants at Detroit, Mich., Evansville, Ind., and Los Angeles, 
Calif., to all destinations and the extent to which the several 
forms of carriers may be permitted to go without violating 
the minimum rate provisions of the statutes in meeting each 
other’s competition. 

It said it also proposed to attack the rates from its ship- 
ping points in relation to the rates from all points at which 
either the producing or the assembly plants of other manufac- 
turers were located. It said further it had been reported 
that others had endeavored to keep the relationship question 
from being raised in the present proceeding. But it said it 
would submit that that constituted one of the principal issues 
as to the existing rate structure and that if it was not gone 
into the investigation would be incomplete, unfair to it and 
preferential of its competitors. Among other things it said it 
proposed to show that the railroads had gone much farther 
in meeting truck and driveaway competition from the assembly 
plants of its competitors than they had from its plants and 
that the discrimination resulting therefrom had been aggra- 
vated by the suspension by the Commission of reduced rates 
from Detroit, while it had declined to suspend reduced rates 
published by the railroads serving plants of its competitors 
at other points. 

The letter was in answer to an inquiry addressed by the 
Commission to all interested in automobile rates as to the 
matters they would bring up in this investigation. 

Application of the transcontinental railroads for vacation 
of the order creating No. 28190, so far as it concerns trans- 
continental and Pacific slope rates on new automobiles on the 
ground that there are no problems with respect to rail-water, 
truck or drive-away transportation of new automobiles in that 
part of the country or any demand for an investigation of such 
rates, has drawn an unequivocal denial from the Chrysler Cor- 
poration. 

“So far as counsel from transcontinental lines is con- 
cerned,” says its answer, “he is misinformed if he is of the 
impression that there has been no complaint calling for inves- 
tigation with respect to the rail rates described or no demand 
for change therein. Chrysler Corporation has addressed the 
traffic executives of the several transcontinental lines on this 


subject and the matter has also been the subject of a personal 
interview.” 


It was recognized by Chrysler Corporation, said its answer, 
that it might be burdensome for counsel of transcontinental 
lines to attend all hearings. It was entirely agreeable to it, 
said the corporation, and in fact, was proposed by it, that some 
special time or times, convenient to all, be set aside for evi- 
dence relating particularly to the transcontinental rates and 
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the rates on the Pacific coast, provided that it must be under- 
stood that all evidence in the record, wherever received, might 
be considered in the disposition of any and all issues to which 
it was relevant. Therefore, said the corporation, it asked that 
the petition of transcontinental lines for limitation of the issues 
or scope of the proceeding be denied. 

The joint hearing in Maritime Commission No. 511, new 
automoblies in interstate commerce, and Interstate Commerce 
Commission No. 28190, new automobiles in interstate com- 
merce, and related cases, assigned for June 13, has been trans- 


ferred from Chicago, Ill., to Detroit, Mich., at the Hotel Fort 
Shelby. 


RATES ON AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTS 


“Agricultural freight rates are much higher this year than 
farm prices of the commodities on which they apply,” said 
C. C. Matlock of the Bureau of Agricultural Economics, De- 
partment of Agriculture, in making a comparison in a bulletin 
called “The Agricultural Situation” of indexes of prices of farm 
products with the freight rates for beef cattle, sheep, hogs, 
wheat and cotton, in relation to 1913 levels. 

Advances in current indexes, he said, reflected in part the 
general increases of 5 per cent in railroad freight rates on ag- 
ricultural commodities authorized last year by the Commission. 
They also reflected the fact that “numerous rates which were 
voluntarily reduced by the carriers during the years of severe 
depression were restored in 1938 to levels at or near those 
regarded as ‘normal’,” said he. The index of prices received 
for beef cattle was only 65 per cent of the index of freight 
rates thereon, for sheep only 52 per cent, hogs 63 per cent, 
wheat 48 per cent, and cotton 65 per cent. Mr. Matlock said 
that the declines in the percentage ratios from 1929 to 1938 
provided evidence of a drastic decline of farm prices since 
1929 in relation to corresponding freight rates, that ‘owing to 
this relative decline in agricultural commodity prices, freight 
charges now absorb a materially increased proportion of the 
destination value of agricultural freight.” 

The bureau said that freight rates on live stock currently 
were the highest in 17 years, on wheat the highest since 1934, 
and on cotton the highest since 1932. It pointed out that the 
preliminary indexes of rates on the three groups of commodi- 
ties appeared in the May issue of its publication. “The Agricul- 
tural Situation.” It said that the current index related to 
the year ending June 30, 1939, and for that period it was 
estimated that rates on live stock would average 163 per 
cent of the base period, 1913. This, it said, compared with 147 
per cent in the year ended June 30, 1938, and pointed out that 
the highest preceding figure was 170 in 1920. The index, it 
said, was an average for beef cattle, hogs and sheep. The 
current index for wheat was 145 per cent of the 1933 period, 
compared with 140 in the year ended June 30, 1938, continued 
the bureau, adding that the highest for wheat in 18 years was 
164 per cent in 1920. The index for cotton, it said, was 106 per 
cent of the 1913 period, compared with 102 in the year ended 
June 30. 1938. It pointed out that the highest index for cot- 
ton in the period was 176 in 1921. 


COMMISSION ORDERS 

No. 28204, State of New Jersey vs. B. & O. et al. Bronx Board of 
Trade, Inc., permitted to intervene. 

MC C-71, Southwestern Motor Freight Bureau, Inc., vs. W. D. Gill, 
dba Gill Transport Co.; and MC C-72, Same vs. T. E. Warr and M. G. 
McCulley, dba Warr & McCulley. Petition filed by defendant in MC 
C-71, for reopening, reconsideration and institution of a general in- 
vestigation, denied, division 5, by order dated March 30, having in- 
definitely postponed effective date of its order of January 10, to extent 
that it required said defendant to establish rates in excess of those 
now in effect in Agent J. D. Hughett’s tariff MF I. C. C. No. 32 and 
supplements thereto, reopened proceedings for further hearing in re- 
spect only to said rates which would have been in excess of those now 
in effect in Agent J. D. Hughett’s tariff MF I. C. C. No. 32 and supple- 
ments thereto, postponed remainder of said order of January 10 until 
May 25, and in all other respects required that order of January 10 
remain in full force and effect. 

No. 17304, International Oil Co. et al. vs. Abilene & Southern et al. 
Order of April 10 vacated and set aside. 

No. 28217, Baldwin Laboratories, Inc., et al. vs. Alton & Southern 
et al. O-Cedar Corporation permitted to intervene. 

MC 69226, Roemer Brothers Trucking Co., Inc., contract carrier 
application. Applicant’s request to withdraw its exceptions to recom- 
mended order and protestant’s, Middle Atlantic States Motor Carrier 
Conference, request to withdraw its reply to exceptions, granted. 
Recommended order made effective as order of Commission as of 
April 25. 

No. 27880, Rockingham Chemical Lime Corporation vs. Southern 
et al. Complaint dismissed on motion of complainant. 

No. 28125, Fountain Sand & Gravel Co. C. M. St. P. & P. et al. 
Complaint dismissed on request of complainant. 

No. 28131, Ohio Calcium Co., Inc., vs. B. & O. et al. Complaint 
dismissed on request of complainant. 
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No. 28158, Northern Wholesale Co., Inc., vs. G. N. et al. Complaint 
dismissed on request of complainant. 

No. 28160, Producers Grain Corporation vs. C. R. I. & G. et al. 
Complaint dismissed on request of complainant. 

No. 28196, Bailey Walker China Co. vs. C. C. C. & St. L. et al. 
Complaint dismissed on request of complainant. 

No. 28226, Celluloid Corporation vs. Lehigh Valley et al. Complaint 
dismissed on request of complainant. 

1. & S. No. 4613, stop-off to load and unload on D. L. & W. R. R. 
Petition of respondent praying for vacation of order of suspension, 
denied. 

MC 6637, George D. Miller, contract carrier application; and MC 
6637, Sub. No. 1, Same, extension of operations. Effective date of 
order of March 27, postponed to June 15. 

MC 5466, Liberty Return Loads Association, Inc., common carrier 
application; and MC 5399, Liberty Freight Forwarding & Warehouse 
Co., Ine., common carrier application. Matters reopened for further 
hearing at time and place to be hereafter fixed by Commission, solely 
for the purpose of determining whether the operations of the appli- 
cants are joint or separate operations. 

MC 11602, Sub No. 1, Murray Baum, extension of operations. Pro- 
ceeding reopened for reconsideration on record as made. 

MC 63898, Henry H. Fahs, Jr., dba Fahs Motor Service. Application 
denied, applicant having failed to reply to order dated March 27, re- 
quiring him to answer to Commission within thirty days, in writing 
verified under oath, showing cause why application should not be 
denied. 

MC 94861, Mack Corwin, Inc., common carrier application. Recom- 
mended order stayed. Matter reopened for formal hearing at time 
and place to be hereafter fixed. 

Finance No. 12309, Wabash Railway Co. receivers’ equipment-trust 
certificates. Application dismissed, having been withdrawn by ap- 
plicants. 

MC-F 57, Burlington Transportation Co., purchase, Roy A. Sand. 
Proceeding reopened and assigned for hearing before Examiner John 
S. Higgins, at 9 o’clock a. m. (standard time), May 25, at the Town 
Hall, Industry, Ill., solely on the question whether present motor- 
vehicle common-carrier service in interstate or foreign commerce at 
Industry, Ill., is inadequate or otherwise unsatisfactory. 

Finance No. 11040, St. Louis Southwestern reorganization. Kansas 
City Southern and Texarkana & Fort Smith permitted to intervene. 

1. & S. No. 4570, switching allowances at Malvern and Walco, Ark. 
Ordered entered March 28, as subsequently modified to become effective 
May 19, further modified to become effective Jun 19, instead of May 19. 

MC 43268, Sub. No. 1, Western Truck Lines, Ltd., Tucson-Nogales 
extension. Protestants’ petition for oral argument, denied. 

MC 59499, Sub. No. 1, United Motor Freight Terminal, Inc., Mem- 
phis extension. Applicant’s petition for oral argument, denied. 

MC 60769, John H. Smith, common carrier application. Applicant’s 
petition for oral argument, denied. 

MC 70437, Earl V. Singer and Louis M. Hubert, common carrier 
application. Petition for oral argument filed by protestant rail carriers 
in central territory, denied. 

MC 75840, Sub. No. 1, Harry Lund Malone, Chattanooga extension. 
Applicant’s petition for oral argument, denied. 

MC 94605, Charles Brown. Application dismissed on request of 
applicant. 

No. 17817, Chicago Gravel Co. et al. vs. A. T. & S. F. et al.; and 
No. 17817, Sub. No. 2, Neal Gravel Co. et al. vs. Same. Petition filed 
by R. A. Sperry on behalf of rail carriers (other than the New York 
Central System Lines), defendants herein, for vacation of orders of 
November 30, 1926. and July 3, 1928, assigned for hearing May 22, 
9 o’clock a. m., standard time, at the Hotel Morrison, Chicago, IIl., 
before Examiner Burton Fuller, with petitions of certain defendants 
in these proceedings, previously assigned for hearing at that time and 
place by Commission’s order of May 9. 

1. & S. No. 4419, Sioux City Terminal switching; and No. 27899, 
Cudahy Packing Co. et al. vs. Sioux City Terminal et al. Petition for 
further hearing filed by Cudahy Packing Co. and Swift and Co., pro- 
testants in I. & S. No. 4419 and complainants in No. 27899, denied, 
without prejudice to its reconsideration after submission of proceed- 
ings. 

No. 27746, State of Alabama et al. vs. N. Y. C. et al. State of 
Wisconsin; State of Illinois; Commonwealth of Kentucky and Railroad 
Commission of Kentucky permitted to intervene. 

MC 2913, Yellow Star Transfer, Inc., common carrier application. 
Applicant’s petition for oral argument, denied. 


MC 33500, Pyramid Moving Co., common carrier application. Ap- 
plicant’s petition for oral argument, denied. 


1. & S. No. 4419, Sioux City Terminal Railway switching. General 
American Transportation Corporation permitted to intervene. 

No. 14476, Northwestern Coal Dock Operators’ Association vs. C. 
& A. et al.; and No. 14477, C. Reis Coal Co. et al. vs. A. & W. et al. 
Petition filed jointly by Illinois Coal Traffic Bureau, Fifth and Ninth 
Districts Coal Traffic Bureau, and Coal Trade Association of Indiana 
for reconsideration of order of February 8, 1939, vacating order dated 
September 12, 1938, to show cause why maintenance requirements 
in outstanding orders should not be vacated and set aside, assigned 
for oral argument at such time as Commission may direct. 


No. 22109, in the matter of rates on sand, gravel, crushed stone 
and chert within the states of South Carolina. Orders entered July 
14, 1931, and November 7, 1933, vacated and set aside on consideration 
of request of South Carolina Public Service Commission contained in 
order entered April 10, 1939, in its Docket No. 1076, that Commission 
vacate and set aside said orders in No. 22109. 

No. 27674, Matador Land & Cattle Co., Ltd., vs. A. T. & S. F. et 
al.; and No. 27812, American National Live Stock Association et al. 
vs. Abilene & Southern et al. Petition of defendants for reconsidera- 
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tion, modification of opinion and order, and postponement of effective 
date, denied. 


No. 27835, American Oil Co. vs. B. & O. Proceeding reopened for 
rehearing orally. 


No. 28106, Petroleum Rail Shippers’ Association vs. Alton & South- 
ern et al. Oklahoma Pipe Line Co. and Ajax Pipe Line Corporation dis- 
missed as parties defendant hereto. 

MC 29251, New England Transportation Co., contract carrier ap- 
plication. Effective date of order of March 27, in so far only as it 
denies application, indefinitely postponed. 

MC 50102, Howard K. Brundage, common carrier application. Or- 


der of January 18, vacated and set aside. Matter reopened for recon- 
sideration. 


MC 88442, Julius Daverso, Frank Daverso, Pete Daverso and E. L. 
Knott, dba British Columbia-Seattle Transport, common carrier ap- 


plication. Petition of Bryce Cartage & Storage Co. for leave to inter- 
vene, denied. 

MC 94389, Paul T. Ricks, common carrier application. Norfolk 
Southern Bus Corporation granted leave to intervene. 

MC 94875, Maple City Taxi Service, Inc., common carrier applica- 
tion. Matter reopened for further hearing at time and place to be 
hereafter fixed by Commission. 


SIGNAL SYSTEMS 


The Southern; and Chicago, Rock Island & Gulf have filed 
applications with the Commission for approval of proposed 
modification of signal systems or devices under paragraph (b) 
section 26 of the interstate commerce act. Any interested party 
desiring hearing should advise the Commission in writing with- 
in fifteen days from May 12. 

The Terminal Railroad Association of St. Louis has filed 
an application with the Commission for approval of proposed 
modification of signal systems or devices under paragraph (b) 
section 26 of the interstate commerce act. Any interested 
party desiring hearing should advise the Commission in writing 
within fifteen days from May 13. 

The Missouri Pacific has filed an application with the 
Commission for approval of proposed modification of signal 
systems or devices under paragraph (b) section 26 of the inter- 
state commerce act. Any interested party desiring hearing 
should advise the Commission in writing within fifteen days 
from May 15. 

The Erie; Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific; St. Louis-San- 
Francisco; Chicago, Burlington & Quincy; and Baltimore & 
Ohio have filed applications with the Commission for approval 
of proposed modification of signal systems or devices under 
paragraph (b) section 26 of the interstate commerce act. Any 
interested party desiring hearing should advise the Commis- 
sion in writing within fifteen days from May 17. 


The Baltimore & Ohio; and Pennsylvania have filed appli- 
cations with the Commission for approval of proposed modi- 
fication of signal systems or devices under paragraph (b) sec- 
tion 26 of the interstate commerce act. Any interested party 
desiring hearing should advise the Commission in writing with- 
in fifteen days from May 18. 


OUTSTANDING ORDERS VACATION 


The Commission has issued “show cause” orders as to a 
number of old decisions, the maintenance part of which, it is 
suggested, might well be vacated. It has set June 12 as the 
date on which those who object to vacation shall show cause 
why the orders should stand as issued. Replies to any returns 
are to be filed not later than July 3. The dockets in which 
the Commission has issued show cause orders are as follows: 
Nos. 14632; 14995; 15255; 15255, Sub. No. 1; 16393; 17028; 
17058; 17058, Sub. No. 1; 17078; 17204; 17419; 17461; 17555; 
17627; 17733; 17840; 17927; 18038; 18084; 18133 18204; 18209; 
I. and S. 2440; 15028; 15728; 15944; 16029; 16147; 16343; 
16562; 16695; 16745; 16757; 16882; 17096; 17135; 17149; 17408; 
17458; 17767; 17767, Sub. No. 1; 17871; 17929; 17938, 18852; 
15112; 15385; 15428; 15452; 15575; 15633; 15727; 15744; 16095; 
16095, Sub. No. 1; 16194; 16286; 16397; 16397, Sub. No. 1; 
16465; 16600; 16605; 16605, Sub. Nos. 1 and 2; 16661; 16701; 
16741; 16798; 16865; 16866; 16932; 17072; 17112; 17128; 17262; 
17318; 17346; 17359; 17450; 17589, and 17841. 

The Commission has also issued “show cause” orders as 
to a list of old decisions, the maintenance part of which, it 
is suggested, might well be vacated. It has set June 17 as 
the date on which those who object to vacation shall show 
cause why the orders should not be vacated. Replies to any 
returns are to be filed not later than July 7. The dockets in 
which the Commission has issued the show cause orders fol- 
low: Nos. 14898; 15151; 15228; 15427; 15813; 15923; 15938; 
15990; 15990, Sub. 1; 16124; 16200; 16389; 16542; 16542, Sub. 
1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6 and 7; 16645; 16836; 16841; 16938; 16997; 
17036; 17165; 17206; 17311; 17406, Sub. 1; 17426; 17433; 
17453; 17470; 17518; 17784; 17773; 17880; 18009; 18020; 18081; 
18104; 18119; 18305, and 18457. 





May 20, 1939 


The Traffic World 


PAGE 1117 





Proposed Reports 


in I. C. C. Cases 





COMBINATIONS ON PINEAPPLES 


PPLYING the principle laid down by the Commission in 

Egyptian Powder Co. vs. Illinois Central, 126 I. C. C. 293. 
to a situation in which the complainant in No. 28157, Arthur 
Serra & Co. vs. Alton & Southern et al. claimed the benefit 
of a combination of an import and a domestic rate which was 
lower than the aggregate of intermediates, Examiner George 
C. Curtis has recommended the dismissal of that case pertain- 
ing to rates on imported Cuban fresh pineapples via Gulf ports 
to destinations in Wisconsin and Michigan. He said the Com- 
mission should find the rates charged on shipments of that 
fruit from Key West and Port Everglades, Fla., and New Or- 
leans and Belle Chasse, La., made in the period between May, 
1935, and July, 1938, had not been shown to have been or to 
be unreasonable. 

A claim for reparation, the examiner said, rested entirely 
on the contention that to the extent the joint through rates 
charged on the shipments exceeded the aggregate of interme- 
diates to and from Chicago, contemporaneously in effect, they 
were unreasonable. The contention was that the joint import 
rates to Chicago and domestic all-commodity rates beyond 
were applicable. The import rates, the examiner said, were 
made subject to Rule 56 of Tariff Circular 20. It provides that 
the carriers will protect any applicable aggregate of interme- 
diate rates that makes lower than the joint through import 
commodity rates named in the applicable import and com- 
modity tariff. 

The only question, the examiner said, was as to whether a 
joint through commodity rate subject to Rule 56 should be su- 
perseded under that rule, by a lower aggregate of intermediates 
composed of an import commodity rate to an intermediate 
point, and a domestic commodity rate from the intermediate 
point to destination. The shipments were consigned by the 
complainant itself at Chicago but were sold and reconsigned 
to points in Wisconsin and the upper peninsula of Michigan. 

The examiner said there was no evidence that any of the 
considered rates were unreasonable in and of themselves. In 
fact, said he, the evidence of the carriers and not disputed by 
the complainant, supported the conclusion that the assailed 
rates were not intrinsically unreasonable and were only prima 
facie unreasonable if in excess of the aggregate of interme- 
diates. 

In the Egyptian Powder case quoted by the Examiner the 
Commission said it was well settled that in applying the pro- 
visions of the fourth section rates and fares of the same kind 
should be compared with one another. In that case, also a 
fourth section proceeding, the complainant undertook to com- 
pare a domestic commodity combination of 34.5 cents from 
New Orleans to Chicago with an import rate of 38.5 cents, but 
the Commission would not permit the comparison of unlike 
rates. The examiner said that in the instant case the import 


commodity rates were applicable and had not been shown un- 
reasonable or otherwise unlawful. 





PAPER FROM THE SOUTHWEST 


So as to permit indirect lines to compete for the traffic, 
Examiner George Esch, in fourth sectiton application No. 17405, 
paper from the southwest to ILlinois territory, has recom- 
mended that the Commission authorize those lines to establish 
and maintain rates on paper and paper articles, including 
wrapping paper, paper bags, and pulpboard, in carloads, from 
points in Arkansas, Louisiana and Texas to destinations in 
Missouri, Iowa, Illinois, Indiana and Wisconsin, without ob- 
serving the long-and-short-haul part of section 4, subject to 
earnings limitations. 


The relief recommended is subject to the proviso that 
the present higher rates to higher-rated intermediate points 
shall not be increased, except as may be authorized by the 
Commission, shall not exceed the lowest combination, and shall 
not apply via any route over which the rates on wrapping 
paner and paper bags would yield earnings less than 8 mills 
a ton-mile and on pulpboard less than 7 mills a ton-mile. 


Temporary relief, subject to circuity conditions, was given 
by fourth section order No. 13168, dated July 29, 1938. The 
points of origin involved in this case, according to the ex- 
aminer, are Camden and Crossett, Ark., in the southern part 
of the state; Advance, Bastrop, Monroe, West Monroe and 
Spring Hill, La., in the northern part of that state; Elizabeth 


in the central part, and New Iberia in the extreme southern 
part of Louisiana, and also Orange, Tex. 

The routes of the petitioning carriers were described by 
Examiner Esch as on and east of the line of the Kansas City 
Southern from Beaumont, Tex., to Kansas City, Mo., and the 
line of the Chicago Great Western from Kansas City to Du- 
buque, Ia., and connections east of these lines. Rates via the 
direct routes which applicants desire to meet in the destina- 
tion territory over their circuitous routes, the examiner said, 
were made on a basis of 110 per cent of 25 per cent on pulp- 
board, and 110 per cent of 27.5 per cent on wrapping paper and 
paper bags, of the first class official territory rates. 

According to the examiner the present rates from south- 
western points to the intermediate territory are on group 
bases, being specific commodity rates not related to any class 
rate scales. The southwestern carriers, the examiner said, 
had sought to place the intermediate rates on a definite per- 
centage relationship, but that their proposed adjustment had 
been suspended until July 31. Applicants, he said, did not 
desire to sacrifice the revenue derived from the traffic to in- 
termediate points by reducing the rate on this traffic to the 
level of those in the destination territory. 

The carriers pointed out that it was their desire to pre- 
serve the group adjustment and asked that they be not sub- 
jected to the equidistant clause or circuity limitation. 

Here, said the examiner, was a situation where it appeared 
that the earnings on the traffic involved were more important 
than the degree of circuity over which the traffic might move. 
The carriers, he said, showed that the cost of handling the 
traffic was 6.7 mills a ton-mile and that the out-of-pocket ex- 
pense for traffic requiring no additional trains was 2.1 mills 
a ton-mile. The earnings, via the proposed routes, said the 
examiner, were higher than the cost of handling actual traffic 
and were considerably higher than the cost of additional traffic 
requiring or not requiring additional trains. 





TERMINAL BUS SERVICE 

Accepting the Commission’s decision in Scott Bros., Inc., 
Collection and Delivery Service, 4 M. C. C. 551, and Michigan 
Cab Co., Inc., Common Carrier Application, 7 M. C. C. 701, as 
controlling, Examiner L. A. Van Dyke in a proposed report in 
MC 88797, New York, Susquehanna & Western Railroad Co., 
common carrier application, served May 12, has recommended 
that the Commission find not subject to regulation under the 
motor carrier act the proposed operation by the applicant of 
express bus service between North Bergen, N. J., and the 42nd 
Street area of New York, to connect with its commuter hour 
trains from and to points in New Jersey. He said the applica- 
tion should be dismissed. Both points of origin and destina- 
tion are in the New York metropolitan area. 

In the Scott Bros. case the examiner said the Commission 
found that motor carriers performing collection and delivery 
of property within terminal districts, as a part of through 
movements by rail, were not embraced within the term ‘motor 
carrier’ and were not subject to regulation under the motor 
carrier act. That principle, he said, was extended to the trans- 
portation of passengers and their baggage by a decision of the 
Commission, division 5, in the Michigan Cab Co. case. 


HOUSEHOLD GOODS MOTOR RATES 


A recommendation that the Commission find not unlawful, 
rates, charges, regulations, and practices which would become 
applicable for the transportation of household goods by re- 
spondent, George Merkel & Son, of Long Island, N. Y., be- 
tween points in New York, Connecticut, Massachusetts, Rhode 
Island, New Jersey and Pennsylvania, and other states, and 
the District of Columbia, by reason of respondent’s proposed 
withdrawal from Agent D. Brodsky’s tariff MF-I. C. C. No. 6, 
and participation in Agent T. D. Pratt’s tariff MF-I. C. C. 
No. 33, has been made by Examiner Paul A. Colvin in I. and 
S. M-559, household goods rates of George Markel & Son. 

The examiner said that respondent was not attempting to 
establish a new level of rates, but desired to withdraw from one 
tariff and join the lower and intermediate level of rates pub- 
lished in the Pratt tariff. 


LOW POINT BEAN RATES 


Based on his conclusion that this is not a propitious time 
for increasing rates on dried beans, peas and lentils from in- 
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termountain territory to western trunk line and southwestern 
points, Examiner John McChord, in I. and S. No. 4524, dried 
beans, peas and lentils, intermountain to western trunk line 
and southwestern points, has recommended that the Commis- 
sion find not justified a proposal of the carriers to add five 
per cent to the rates authorized in the Fifteen Per cent Case, 
1937-1938, 226 I. C. C. 41. 

The carriers founded their proposal on the language of 
the Commission in that case saying there were many rates 
which were “below maximum levels found reasonable by us” 
and that “our findings and authorization do not preclude the 
applicants from publishing and filing increases upon such rates 
in the manner provided by law.” 


According to the testimony of the carriers the rates were 
reduced below the normal basis to facilitate movement of the 
dried vegetables from Utah and Idaho and to recapture a 
large part of the traffic from Colorado, New Mexico and Ne- 
braska which was moving by truck. But the railroads said 
they were not very successful in recapturing traffic. There- 
fore, said the examiner, the railroads were proposing the in- 
creases deeming the rates below a reasonable level and there- 
fore within the scope of the Commission’s language in the Fif- 
teen Per Cent Case. 


The evidence gave expression, said Examiner McChord, to 
the well known fact that not only the carriers but that who 
produced this traffic in the wide territory involved, were alike 
burdened with indebtedness and were staggering under the 
economic depression that was now and for some years past had 
gripped the entire country. 


“It is believed,” said the examiner, “that the interest of 
the carriers themselves will be best by making no increases 
in these rates at this time beyond the five per cent afforded 
the carriers in the Fifteen Per Cent Case.” 


PROPOSED REPORTS 


Wheat 


No. 28066, Atkinson Milling Co. vs. C. M. St. P. & P. et al., 
embracing also No. 28099, Wabasha Roller Mill Co. vs. Ann 
Arbor. By Examiner John J. Crowley. Dismissal proposed. 
Rates, wheat, originating in Minnesota and South Dakota, 
milled in transit and reshipped as flour to destinations in 
Michigan and Ohio, August 31, 1932, and March, 1933, pro- 
posed to be found in contravention of section 4 but not other- 
wise unlawful. The examiner said the factors in the combina- 
tion rates applied to the shipments had been fixed or approved 
by the Commission and the fourth section departures had not 
been removed, as required by the Commission in Fraser-Smith 
vs. Grand Trunk Western, 185 I. C. C. 57, in rates from Pierre, 
S. D. He said that since the components of the through rates 
had been fixed or approved by the Commission in former 
decisions and the through rates based on combinations had not 
been shown to have been excessive the presumption of unrea- 
sonableness due to contravention of the fourth section require- 
ments had been rebutted and the Commission should find the 
assailed rates not to have been or to be unreasonable. Removal 
of the departures, he said, would correct the situations about 
which complaint had been made. 


Poles 


No. 28163, Eppinger & Russel Co. vs. A. C. L. et al. By 
Examiner J. Edgar Smith. Dismissal proposed. Rates, poles, 
points in Florida beyond Jacksonville, creosoted at Jackson- 
ville, and forwarded to points in Pennsylvania, proposed to be 
found not unreasonable or unduly prejudicial. Shipments were 
made in the statutory period prior to December 31, 1938. 


Wool Tops 


No. 28109, Jantzen Knitting Mills vs. Boston & Albany 
et al. By Examiner John Davey. Second class rating, wool 
tops, Barre Plains, Mass., to East Portland, Ore., proposed to 
be found not unjustly discriminatory or unduly prejudicial but 
unreasonable to the extent the rate exceeded 366 cents, mini- 
mum 20,000 pounds, subject to Rule 34. Reparation of $870.38 
proposed on shipments that moved between November 6, 1936, 
and February 18, 1937. The second-class rate charged was 
480 cents, minimum 16,000 pounds, yielding $993.92 a car and 
30.09 cents a car mile, said the report. 


Horses and Mules 


No. 28143, Ross Brothers vs. A. T. & S. F. et al. By Ex- 
aminer Harold M. Brown. Rate, 71.5 cents, horses and mules, 
Las Cruces, N. M., to Saginaw and Fort Worth, Tex., applied 
on shipments between November 16, 1936, and February 22, 
1937, proposed to be found unreasonable to the extent it ex- 
ceeded or might exceed 56.5 cents over the route used. Repara- 
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tion of $74.14, with interest, proposed. The claimed rate is the 
rate proposed to be found reasonable. 


Cast Iron Pipe Fittings 


No. 28147, Stockham Pipe Fittings Co., Inc., vs. A. G. S. 
et al. By Examiner John Davey. Applicable fifth class rates of 
86 cents from Houston, Tex., and 81 cents from Port Arthur 
and Beaumont, Tex., charged, cast iron pipe fittings, carloads, 
to Birmingham, Ala., applied on shipments made in Novem- 
ber, 1936, proposed to be found reasonable on three carloads 
and unreasonable on 49,800 pounds to the extent they exceeded 
$12.60 a net ton. Reparation of $107.33, with interest, proposed. 


Leaf Tobacco Transit 


No. 28039, Traffic Bureau, Lynchburg Chamber of Com- 
merce for Suhling & Co., Inc., vs. N. & W. et al. By Examiner 
Morris H. Konigsberg. Dismissal proposed. Failure of de- 
fendants to provide transit privileges on unmanufactured leaf 
tobacco at Lynchburg, Va., proposed to be found not unreason- 
able or unduly prejudicial. The complaint was that refusal of 
the railroads to grant transit on tobacco from points in Ken- 
tucky, Tennessee, Ohio, Indiana, Virginia, and West Virginia, 
was unreasonable, unduly prejudicial to Lynchburg, and un- 
duly preferential of other points. The Norfolk & Western did 
not publish transit privileges of the kind in issue, said the 
examiner. He added that it was a well settled principle that 
the granting or withholding of transit was a matter which 
might be determined solely by the carrier that served the 
transit points. 

Passenger Fares 


No. 27984, Vernon Hinkle vs. New York Central et al. By 
Examiner Harold M. Brown. Dismissal proposed. On further 
hearing, passenger fares charged from Indianapolis, Ind., to 
Mexico City, Mexico, and return of lodge organization members, 
in January, 1936, proposed to be found not shown unreasonable 
or otherwise unlawful. 


MOTOR PROPOSED REPORTS 


(Recommended orders in proposed motor reports, at expiration of 
20 days from date of service of reports (unless otherwise stated), be- 
come effective unless exceptions have been filed within the 20-day 
period or exceptions have been seasonably filed by other parties, or 
the order has been stayed or postponed by the Commission. State in 
which applicant has home office is shown in “‘black face’’ type.) 


Maryland—MC 100116, Charles W. Coomes, contract car- 
rier application. Examiner A.J. Sullivan. Served May 12. 
Denial of permit proposed. Specified commodities between 
points in Maryland, Pennsylvania, Delaware, Virginia and New 
Jersey. 

California—MC 95839, Harry E. Nichols, dba Insurance 
Automotive Service common carrier application. Examiner 
L. R. Conley. Served May 12. Certificate proposed. Wrecked, 
embezzled, or stolen automobiles and trucks, by the drive-away 
or tow-away method, from any point in the United States to 
Los Angeles, Calif., over irregular routes, with no transpor- 
tation for compensation in the reverse direction. Modified 
procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be 
filed within thirty days from date of service. 

Massachusetts—MC 95783, Aquilas J. Masson, common 
carrier application. Joint board 18. Served May 12. Certifi- 
cate proposed. Household goods between Fall River and 
points in Massachusetts and Rhode Island lying within a radius 
of twenty miles of Fall River, Mass., over irregular routes. 

IHinois—MC 95311, Newton A. Simmons, common carrier 
application. Joint board 135. Served May 12. Denial for 
want of prosecution proposed. General commodities between 
St. Louis, Mo., and points in Illinois. 

Missouri—MC 95205, J. F. Bush, contract carrier applica- 
tion. Joint board 36. Served May 12. Permit proposed. Ex- 
plosives, from powder or explosives in or near Pittsburg and 
Turk, Kan., to applicant’s powder magazine about one-half 
mile from Tiger, Mo., over regular routes. 

Massachusetts—MC 95029, Edmond Cote, dba Cote Trans- 
portation Co., contract carrier application. Examiner C. E. 
Brooks. Served May 12. Certificate proposed on finding ap- 
plicant’s operations to be those of a common carrier. Wrapping 
paper in truckload lots from Lawrence, Mass., to Pawtucket, 
R. I., over specified routes. 

New Jersey—MC 95005, Hajduk Bus Co., Inc., common 
carrier application. Examiner C. I. Kephart. Served May 12. 
Certificate proposed. Passengers in chartered parties between 
points in Bayonne, Jersey City, and Lyndhurst, N. J., and points 
in New York City and in Nassau, Westchester, Rockland, and 
Orange counties, N. Y. 

New Jersey—MC 94629, Oliver E. Lewis and Walter R. 
Lewis, dba O. E. Lewis and Son, common carrier application. 
Joint board 67. Served May 12. Certificate proposed. Stone, 
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sand, and gravel and other bulk materials usually transported 
in dump trucks, between points in Bucks County, Pa., on the 
one hand, and points in New Jersey within forty miles of 
Woodsville, N. J., on the other, over irregular routes. Modified 
procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be 
filed within thirty days from date of service. 

INinois—MC 94506, Willis Dalton, common carrier appli- 
cation. Joint board 135. Served May 12. Dismissal of appli- 
cation proposed at request of applicant. General commodities 
between points in Illinois and St. Louis, Mo., over irregular 
routes. 

Oregon—MC 94427, L. H. Maddox, dba Maddox Transfer 
& Storage, common carrier application. Joint board 45. Served 
May 12. Certificate proposed. Household goods, office furni- 
ture and fixtures, new and used pianos between Portland, Ore., 
and Vancouver, Wash.; and general commodities within the 
city limits of Portland, Ore. 

lowa—MC 94268, Steve Scott, common carrier application. 
Examiner W. R. Frizzell. Served May 12. Denial for want 
of prosecution proposed. Specified commodities between 
points in Iowa, Missouri, Kansas, Nebraska and Illinois. 

Massachusetts—MC 94119, Neale D. Crosby, common car- 
rier application. Joint board 18. Served May 12. Certificate 
recommended. Coal from New Bedford, Mass., to Pawtucket, 
R. I., and Coke from Providence, R. I., to Brockton, R. I., over 
specified routes. 

Massachusetts—MC 93822, Carleton W. Berry, common 
carrier application. Examiner L. R. Conley. Served May 12. 
Certificate recommended. Household goods, between Waltham, 
Mass., and points within twenty-five miles thereof, on the one 
hand, and points in Connecticut, Maine, New Hampshire, New 
York, and Rhode Island, on the other, over irregular routes. 
Modified procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, 
must be filed within thirty days from date of service. 

INinois—MC 91784, Nels Moline and William Noline, dba 
Moline and Sons, common carrier application. Joint board 149. 
Served May 12. Denial of application proposed. General 
commodities between Chicago and Plano, IIl. 

lowa—MC 90613, Lawrence Davis, common carrier appli- 
cation. Joint board 138. Served May 12. Certificate pro- 
posed. Specified commodities between points in Iowa and Ne- 
braska, over irregular routes. Modified procedure. Hearing 
on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within thirty 
days from date of service. 

Montana—MC 89979, Rye Schmitton, dba Schmitton & 
Sons, common carrier application. Joint board 82. Served 
May 12. Denial for want of prosecution proposed. General 
commodities between points in Montana, over specified routes. 
Exceptions, if any, must be filed within twenty-five days from 
date of service. 

Pennsylvania—MC 89745. Leon G. Wegst, contract car- 
rier application. Joint board 67. Served May 12. Permit pro- 
posed. Lumber, timber and logs, between Lords Valley, Pa., 
and Cayuta and New York, N. Y., and Flemington and High 
Bridge, N. J., over specified routes. Modified procedure. Hear- 
ing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within thirty 
days from date of service. 

Nebraska—MC 89744, Francis M. Thomas, common car- 
rier application. Joint board 138. Served May 12. Denial for 
want of prosecution proposed. Specified commodities between 
points in Iowa and Nebraska. 

Texas—MC 89616, C. C. Walker, dba C. C. Walker Truck 
Lines, common carrier application. Joint board 77. Served 
May 12. Certificate proposed. Wool and mohair, truckloads, 
points in Texas to Houston, Tex., over specified routes. 

lowa—MC 89202, H. G. Varley, common carrier applica- 
tion. Joint board 192. Served May 12. Denial of application 
proposed. Specified commodities between points in Iowa, Mis- 
souri and Nebraska. 

New York—MC 89031, Ruffalo Trucking Service, Inc., com- 
mon carrier application. Examiner L. R. Conley. Served May 
12. Certificate proposed. Canned goods and kraut in contain- 
ers, from Newark, N. Y., and points within 75 miles thereof, 
to Easton, Williamsport, Milton, Sunbury, Harrisburg, Lan- 
caster, Coatesville and Philadelphia, Pa., with no transporta- 
tion for compensation on return, over irregular routes. 

Washington—MC 86970, Sub. No. 1, V. D. Hawley, dba 
Columbia Basin Transportation Co., extension of operations 
—Umatilla, Ore., and Attalia, Wash. Joint board 81. Served 
May 12. Certificate recommended. Petroleum and petroleum 
products over irregular routes between Portland and The 
Dalles, Ore., and points in Idaho and Lewis counties, Ida.; and 
between Umatilla, Ore., and Attalia, Wash., and all points of 
destination authorized by the Commission, division 5, in MC 
86970, V. D. Hawley Common Carrier Application, decided 
February 17, 1939. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 25 
days from date of service. 

North Dakota—MC 86954, Sub. No. 3, Central Bus Line, 
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extension of operations—Linton-Ellendale, N. D. Joint board 
300. Served May 12. Certificate recommended. Passengers and 
their baggage, and express, mail, and newspapers in the same 
vehicle with passengers between Linton and Ellendale, N. D., 
over a specified route. Modified procedure. Hearing on request. 
Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 30 days from date of 
service. 

Texas—MC 66836, Sub. No. 1, V. D. Turner, extension of 
operations. Examiner M. T. Corcoran. Served May 12. Denial 
of application for a permit proposed. Lubricating oils and 
greases, in cans, buckets, barrels, and drums from Oklahoma 
City, Okla., to points in New Mexico, Texas, and Colorado, and 
empty lubricating oil and grease containers on return trips. 

New Jersey—MC 42343, Dominic Machise, dba Machise 
Express Co., common carrier application. Joint board 67. 
Served May 12. Denial of certificate proposed. Liquid petro- 
leum products, in tank trucks, from Marcus Hook and Phila- 
delphia, Pa., to points in New Jersey, over irregular routes; 
also from Marcus Hook and Philadelphia, Pa., to points in New 
Jersey. 

Illinois—MC 38899, Joseph Campagna, dba Fulton Motor 
Service, common carrier application. Joint board 17. Served 
May 12. Denial for want of prosecution proposed. General and 
perishable commodities between Chicago, Ill., and points in 
Illinois, Indiana, and Wisconsin, including Michigan City, Ind., 
Lake Geneva, Wis., and Rockford, IIl. 

lowa—MC 26035, Sub. No. 1, Grant Johannsen, common 
carrier application. Joint board 138. Served May 12. Certifi- 
cate proposed. Live stock, from Avoca, Ia,. to Omaha and 
South Omaha, Neb., and lumber, feed, coal, furniture, farm 
implements, and petroleum products in containers in the re- 
verse direction over regular routes, serving specified inter- 
mediate ,and off-route points. Modified procedure. Hearing on 
request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 30 days from 
date of service. 

Idaho—MC 16018, Sub. No. 1, Lorin P. Monsen, dba Lava 
Transfer Line, extension of operations. Joint board 258. Served 
May 12. Certificate proposed. Brick, truckloads, Smithfield, 
Utah, to Arimo, Bancroft, Lava, Hot Springs, and McCammon, 
Ida., and points within 18 miles of such Idaho points, over 
irregular routes. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 25 
days from date of service. 

Virginia—MC 15089, W. F. Brent, broker application. 
Examiner G. P. Werner. Served May 12. Denial of application 
proposed. Applicant sought a license to arrange for the trans- 
portation of general commodities, except explosives, in inter- 
state or foreign commerce. 


Oregon—MC 253, Sub. No. 2, Henry Van Meltebeke, ex- 
tension of operations—special commodities. Joint board 45. 
Served May 12. Certificate proposed. General commodities 
between specified points in Washington and Oregon. Excep- 
tions, if any, must be filed within 25 days from date of service. 

Arkansas—MC 85165, Lester Lindley, common carrier ap- 
plication. Joint board 247. Served May 12. Denial of applica- 
tion proposed. General commodities between Springfield, Mo., 
and Memphis, Tenn., and between Springfield, Mo., and Francis, 
Ark., over regular routes. 


New Jersey—MC F-747, Hudson-Bergen Bus Co., lease, 
Sullivan County Highway Line, Inc. Examiner Robert H. 
Hendon. Served May 12. Recommends approval of lease by 
Hudson-Bergen Bus Co., of Rutherford, N. J., of operating 
rights of Sullivan County Highway Line, Inc., New York, 
N. Y., subject to the filing of a new lease agreement with the 
Commission. 


Massachusetts—MC 75874, Sub. No. 4, Boston & Maine 
Transportation Co., extension—Whitefield-Groveton, N. H., em- 
bracing also MC 75871, Sub. No. 2, Same, extension—Groveton; 
MC 15934, Sub. No. 2, Same, extension—Whitefield-Groveton; 
and MC 88699, Same, contract carrier application. Joint board 
186. Served May 12. Certificate proposed in MC 75874, Sub. 
4, passengers and their baggage, and express, mail, and news- 
papers in the same vehicle with passengers, over a specified 
route, between Whitefield and Groveton, N. H. Permit pro- 
posed in MC 75871, Sub. No. 2, baggage, express, mail and 
newspapers, over a specified route, between Whitefield and 
Groveton. Denial of applications in MC 15934, Sub. No. 2 (for 
a certificate) and MC 88699 (for a permit) to transport ex- 
press, mail and newspapers, over a specified route, between 
Whitefield and Groveton, N. H., proposed. 

INlinois—MC 100040, J. M. Cooper and E. A. Cooper, dba 
Kankakee Storage & Transfer Co., common carrier applica- 
tion. Joint board 21. Served May 13. Certificate proposed. 
Household goods, used furniture and office equipment between 
points within 150 miles of Kankakee, IIl., over irregular routes. 

North Carolina—MC 95725, J. H. Burgess, common carrier 
application. Joint board 7. Served May 13. Certificate rec- 
ommended. Household goods, between points in North Caro- 
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lina and Virginia, over irregular routes, and general commodi- 
ties, between Leakesville, N. C., on the one hand, and Alta- 
vista and Fieldale, Va.,on the other, excluding all intermediate 
points. 

lowa—MC 95715, Guy E. Boyer and Mrs. Dale Boyer, dba 
Boyer Transfer Co., common carrier application. Joint board 
138. Served May 13. Certificate recommended. General com- 
modities, with exceptions, between Omaha, Neb., and Murray, 
Ia., over specified highways, serving all intermediate and off- 
route points within 5 miles of U. S. highway 34, east of U. S. 
highway 71. 

Wisconsin—MC 95663, Glenard Steen, dba Steens Trans- 
fer, common carrier application. Joint board 142. Served 
May 13. Certificate proposed. Specified commodities between 
points in Wisconsin and Minnesota, over irregular routes. 

Missouri—MC 95641, Edgar Adams, common carrier ap- 
plication. Joint board 135. Served May 13. Certificate rec- 
ommended. Live stock from St. Clair, Mo., and points within 
15 miles thereof, on the one hand, to National City Stock 
Yards, Ill., on the other; corn from Collinsville, Ill., and points 
within 15 miles thereof, on the one hand, to St. Clair, Mo., and 
points within 15 miles thereof, on the other; and coal from 
Collinsville, Ill., on the one hand, to the before mentioned Mis- 
souri territory, on the other, over irregular routes. 

Missouri—MC 95615, James Ingracia, common carrier ap- 
plication. Joint board 135. Served May 13. Denial for want 
of prosecution proposed. Coal between Belleville, Collinsville 
and O'Fallon, Ill., on the one hand, and St. Louis, Mo., on 
the other. 

Missouri—MC 95587, Frank Tinnin, common carrier ap- 
plication. Joint board 135. Served May 13. Denial for want 
of prosecution proposed. Live stock, feeds, fertilizer and coal, 
between points in Illinois and Missouri. 

Missouri—MC 95510, K. J. Sellers, common carrier appli- 
catiton. Joint board 135. Served May 13. Certificate pro- 
posed. Live stock and live poultry from Hobson, Mo., and 
points within 10 miles thereof, on the one sand, to East St. 
Louis, Ill., on the other, and fertilizer and feeds from East 
St. Louis, on the one hand, to Hobson and points within 10 
miles thereof, on the other, over irregular routes. 
Missouri—MC 95436, C. H. Doscher, common carrier appli- 
cation. Joint board 135. Served May 13. Denial for want 
of prosecution proposed. General commodities and live stock 
between specified points in Missouri and Illinois. 

Missouri—MC 95613, Jerome Malson, contract carrier ap- 
plication. Joint board 135. Served May 13. Permit recom- 
mended. Coal from New Athens, Belleville, Collinsville, Mil- 
stadt and Pocahontas, IIl., on the one hand, to St. Louis, Mo., 
on the other, over irregular routes. 


Missouri—_MC 95606, Lester Bruder, common carrier ap- 
plication. Joint board 135. Served May 13. Denial for want 
of prosecution proposed. Coal between specified points in IIli- 
nois and Missouri. 

INinois—MC 85296, Paul Lorsbach, common carrier appli- 
cation. Joint board 135. Served May 13. Certificate proposed. 
Live stock and fruit from Hardin, Ill., and points in Calhoun 
county, Ill., within 15 miles from Hardin, on the one hand, 
to St. Louis, Mo., on the other, and general commodities from 
St. Louis, on the one hand, to Hardin, on the other, over ir- 
regular routes. 

Wisconsin—MC 94890, Irwin Guiser, common carrier ap- 
plication. Joint board 142. Served May 13. Denial of appli- 
cation proposed. General live stock, points in Wisconsin to 
points in Minnesota, with feed on return over irregular routes. 

Illinois—MC 94734, Harold E. Alexander, common carrier 
application. Joint board 135. Served May 13. Certificate pro- 
posed. Wood and grain from Hillsboro, Ill., and points 
within 12 miles thereof, on the one hand, to St. Louis, Mo., on 
the other, over irregular routes. 

New Jersey—MC 92581, Nancy Tafrow, dba Tafrow Truck- 
ing Co., contract carrier application. Joint board 42. Served 
May 13. Permit proposed. Groceries, fruits and vegetables 
between Trenton, N. J., on the one hand, and New York, N. Y., 
and Philadelphia, Pa., on the other. Modified procedure. Hear- 
ing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 30 
days from date of service. 

Montana—MC 89944, Roy Owen Rutter, contract carrier 
application. Joint board 123. Served May 13. Denial of per- 
mit proposed. General commodities between Gardiner and 
Cooke, Mont., over a specified route. Exceptions, if any, must 
be filed within 25 days from date of service. 

Arkansas—MC 89888, Frank H. Roll, contract carrier ap- 
plication. Joint board 91. Served May 13. Denial of permit 
proposed. Beer from St. Louis, Mo., to Hot Springs, Ark., 
and empty containers from Hot Springs to St. Louis, via West 
Memphis, Ark., over a regular route. 

Texas—MC 89825, John Buss, common carrier application. 
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Joint board 210. Served May 13. Certificate proposed. Oil 
well equipment and supplies between oil well locations in Lea 
and Eddy counties, N. M., and Carson, Hutchinson, Gray and 
Moore counties, Tex. 

Nebraska—MC 89612, J. Frank Dowd and Roy Dowd, dba 
Dowd Transport Service, common carrier application. Exam- 
iner L. B. Dunn. Served May 13. Certificate proposed. Petro- 
leum and petroleum products, in bulk, from Parco, New Castle, 
Casper and Lusk Wyo., Denver, Colo., and Scottsbluff, Craw- 
ford, Chadron and Superior, Neb., to Martin, S. D., and Merri- 
man, Neb., over irregular routes. ; 

Montana—MC 71225, Sub. No. 2, E. L. Jones, extension 
of operations. Joint board 123. Served May 13. Denial of 
permit proposed. Crude oil from Frannie, Wyo., to Missoula, 
Mont., over specified route. Exceptions, if any, must be filed 
within 25 days from date of service. 

Oregon—MC 62907, Ivan C. Ramseyer, contract carrier 
application. Joint board 5. Served May 13. Dismissal of ap- 
plication proposed at request of applicant. General commodi- 
ties between points in California, Oregon and Washington, over 
irregular routes. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 25 
days from date of service. 

North Carolina—MC 61599, Sub. No. 8, Queen City Coach 
Co., Goldsboro extension. Joint board 103. Served May 13. 
Certificate proposed. Passengers and their baggage and ex- 
press, mail and newspapers in the same vehicle with passengers 
between Fayetteville and Goldsboro, N. C., over a regular 
route. 

IWlinois—MC 50519, Lyle C. Nelson, contract carrier ap- 
plication. Joint board 46. Served May 13. Denial of appli- 
cation proposed. General commodities between Charles City, 
Ia., St. Louis, Mo., and points in Illinois, including Peoria, over 
irregular routes. 

Missouri—MC 48704, Columbia Terminals Co., contract 
carrier application. Joint board 135. Served May 13. Denial 
of application proposed. General commodities within the St. 
Louis commercial zone, and between St. Louis, Mo., on the 
one hand, and points in Illinois and Missouri, on the other. 

Oregon—MC 42710, Roy J. Smith, common carrier appli- 
cation. Examiner H. P. Boss. Served May 13. Certificate 
recommended. Continuance of operations, shingles and grain 
from Portland, Ore., to Fruitland, Ida., live stock, between 
counties in Idaho and Oregon, and wool from points in Mal- 
heur county, Ore., to Portland, over irregular routes. Excep- 
titons, if any, must be filed within 25 days from date of service. 

Oregon—MC 36963, Harry Benson, common carrier ap- 
plication. Examiner E. Stephan. Served May 13. Certificate 
recommended. Continuance of operations, passengers and their 
baggage in special or charter operations between Portland, 
Ore., and points in western Washington. Exceptions, if any, 
must be filed within 25 days from date of service. 

Texas—MC 35320, Sub. No. 2, A. R. Dalby, dba Dalby Motor 
Freight Lines, extension of operations—Oklahoma. Joint board 
214. Served May 13. Denial of application for a certificate 
proposed. General commodities between Amarillo, Tex., and 


Denver, Colo., over specified regular routes via Boise City, 
Okla. 


Wisconsin—MC 23111, Earl F. Schultz, common carrier 
application, embracing MC 47938, Same, contract carrier ap- 
plication. Examiner L. J. Kassel. Served May 13. Certificate 
proposed in MC 23111, continuance of operations, general com- 
modities, with exceptions, between La Crosse, Wis., on the 
one hand, and Minneapolis and St. Paul, Minn., Prairie du 
Chien and Milwaukee, Wis., and Chicago, Ill., on the other, 
over regular routes, and household goods between points in 
Wisconsin, on the other hand and points in Minnesota, South 
Dakota, Illinois, Ohio, Michigan and Indiana, on the other, 
and between points in Minnesota, on the one hand, and points 
in Illinois and Michigan, on the other, over irregular routes. 
Certificate also proposed in MC 47938 on finding applicant’s 
operation to be that of a common carrier—continuance of op- 
eration, general commodities, with exceptions, between La 
Crosse and Eau Claire, Wis., over U. S. highway 53. 

Indiana—MC 15945, Will C. Bringwald, dba Bringwald 
Transfer Co., common carrier application. Examiner David 
Waters. Served May 13. Certificate proposed. Continuance 
of operation, specified commodities, between Henderson and 
Louisville, Ky., St. Louis, Mo., and points in Illinois, Indiana 
and Ohio, over irregular routes. 

Nebraska—MC 998, Sub. No. 1, Harry Lindsay, common 
carrier extension—Moline. Joint board 136. Served May 13. 
Certificate recommended. Agricultural implements and parts, 
farm tractors, and tractor engines from Moline, East Moline 
and Rock Island, Ill., to Grand Island, Neb., over a regular 
route, serving no intermediate or off-route points. 

Illinois—MC 89199, Lyle C. Nelson and Albert V. Nelson, 
dba Nelson’s Truck, common carrier application. Examiner 
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Roy L. Burge. Served May 13. Certificate recommended. 
Tractors from Charles City, Ia., to Peoria, Princeton, Gibson 
City, Pontiac and Manlies, Ill., and from Waterloo, Ia., to An- 
nawan and Princeton, Ill.; farm machinery from South Bend, 
Ind., to Peoria, Princeton, Gibson City, Pontiac and Manlies; 
commercial feed from Clinton, Ia., to Wyanet, Ill., and points 
within 20 miles thereof; and fertilizer from Indianapolis, Ind., 
to Wyanet and points within 20 miles thereof, over irregular 
routes. 

South Carolina—MC 12158, Thomas Tours, broker appli- 
cation. Examiner L. R. Conley. Served May 13. License pro- 
posed. Passengers and their baggage, in special or charter 
operations beginning and ending at Charlotte, N. C., and points 
in South Carolina and extending to points throughout the 
United States. Modified procedure, Hearing on request. Ex- 
ceptions, if any, must be filed within 30 days from date of 
service. 

Ontario, Can.—MC 89802, Harold Hamilton Leather et al., 
promoters of International Highway Forwarders, common 
carrier application. Examiner M. B. Driscoll. Served May 15. 
Denial of application proposed. General commodities between 
Buffalo, N. Y., on the one hand, and Detroit and Port Huron, 
Mich., on the other hand, over specified routes through Canada. 

Nebraska—MC 58905, Sub. No. 1, Woodrow Brothers, ex- 
tension of operation, Wyoming. Joint board 220. Served May 
15. Permit proposed. Refined petroleum products, in bulk, 
over irregular routes, from refining and distributing points in 
Wyoming to Grant, Ogallala, Big Springs, a point approxi- 
mately 10 miles from Oshkosh, Lisco, Scottsbluff, Sidney, 
Potter, Kimball, Bull Canyon, Chappell, Hemingford, Alliance, 
Berea, Mitchell, Melbeta, Morrill, Bayard, Bridgeport and 
Dickens, Neb., and over a specified route, from Augusta, Kan., 
to Dickens, Neb. 

Mississippi—MC 50042, James T. Watts, common carrier 
application. Joint board 14. Served May 15. Certificate pro- 
posed. Public convenience and necessity proposed to be found 
to require operation by Tri-State Transit Co. of Louisiana, 
Inc., as successor to applicant, as common carrier of passengers, 
baggage, express, mail and newspapers, over specified route 
between Columbus, Miss., and Mobile, Ala. 

lowa—MC 95829, Hans Olesen, common carrier applica- 
tion. Joint board 138. Served May 16. Certificate proposed. 
Specified commodities between Iowa points and Omaha, and 
South Omaha, Neb., over regular and irregular routes. Modi- 
fied procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must 
be filed within thirty days from date of service. 

New York—MC 95683, Jerry De Rosa, contract carrier 
application. Joint board 159. Served May 16. Permit pro- 
posed. Specified commodities from New York City to Green- 
wich, Stamford, New Canaan, Danbury and Norwalk, Conn., 
and points in New Jersey within thirty miles of Columbus 
Circle in New York, N. Y., over irregular routes. Modified 
procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be 
filed within thirty days from date of service. 

lowa—MC 95564, William Van Ginkel, common carrier ap- 
plication. Joint board 148. Served May 16. Certificate recom- 
mended. Live stock from Rock Valley, Ia., and points within 
fifteen miles thereof, to Yankton, Sioux Falls, Canton, Mitchell 
and Centerville, S. D., and feeds from Sioux Falls, S. D., to 
Rock Valley, Ia., and points within fifteen miles thereof, over 
irregular routes. Modified procedure. Hearing on request. 
Exceptions, if any, must be filed within thirty days from date 
of service. 

New Jersey—MC 94755, Faitoute Trucking Corporation, 
contract carrier application. Examiner Paul A. Colvin. Served 
May 16. Permit proposed. Boilers, furnaces, radiators, air- 
conditioning equipment and parts therefor, from Garwood, 
N. J., to New York, N. Y., to points in Nassau, Suffolk and 
Westchester counties, N. Y., to points in Pennsylvania within 
150 miles of Garwood, and to Wilmington, Del., Baltimore, 
Md., and Washington, D. C., over irregular routes. 

Pennsylvania—MC 94677, Thomas W. Hepler, contract car- 
rier application, embracing also Sub. No. 1, Same, extension 
—New Jersey and eastern Pennsylvania. Joint board 67. 
Served May 16. Denial of permit proposed. Women’s dress 
goods, dresses, pajamas and other wearing apparel of a similar 
nature over specified routes between Jersey City, N. J., and 
points in Pennsylvania, and, over irregular routes, between 
points in New Jersey and eastern Pennsylvania. 

New Jersey—MC 94007, William Kinnaman, common car- 
rier application. Joint board 42. Served May 16. Certificate 
proposed. Household goods between Washington, N. J., and 
points within ten miles thereof, on the one hand, and points 
in New York and Pennsylvania, on the other, and oil in con- 
tainers, from Washington to points in Pennsylvania within 
thirty-five miles of Washington, over irregular routes. Modi- 
fied procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must 
be filed within thirty days from date of service. 
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Washington—MC 93946, Sub. No. 1, Ralph W. Helphrey, 
dba Helphrey Motor Freight, extension Spokane-Garwood. 
Joint board 169. Served May 16. Certificate proposed. Gen- 
eral commodities, with exceptions, between Spokane, Wash., 
and Garwood, Ida., over a regular route, serving no interme- 
diate points. Modified procedure. Hearing on request. Ex- 
ceptions, if any, must be filed within thirty days from date of 
service. 

Missouri—MC 93698, Perry Jones, contract carrier applica- 


tion. Joint board 135. Served May 16. Denial for want of 
prosecution recommended. Coal and coke in Missouri and 
Tllinois. 


Nebraska—MC 93211, Albert L. Johnson, common carrier 
application. Joint board 138. Served May 16. Certificate pro- 
posed. Live stock from Plainview, Neb., and points within 
twenty miles thereof, to Sioux City, Ia., and specified com- 
modities, in the opposite direction, over irregular routes. Modi- 
fied procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must 
be filed within thirty days from date of service. 

Nebraska—MC 93071, A. D. Shreve, common carrier appli- 
cation. Joint board 138. Served May 16. Certificate proposed. 
Live stock and grain between points in Hubbard, Dakota, 
Emerson and Omadi townships, Dakota County and Winnebago 
township, Thurston County, Neb., and Sioux City, Ia., and ani- 
mal feed, coal, machinery, machinery parts and building ma- 
terials from Sioux City to the before mentioned townships, 
over irregular routes. 

Massachusetts—MC 90035, Stewart T. Allen and Lawrence 
C. Carr, dba Stewart T. Allen Co., common carrier application. 
Examiner L. J. P. Fichthorn. Served May 16. Dismissal of 
application and discontinuance of operations recommended. 
Household goods between points in Massachusetts, New Hamp- 
shire, Rhode Island, Maine, Vermont, Connecticut, New York 
and New Jersey, over irregular routes. 

West Virginia—MC 89768, Dayton McCoy, common car- 
rier application. Joint board 113. Served May 16. Certificate 
recommended. General commodities from Franklin, W. Va., 
to Cumberland, Md., over specified routes, and return. 

Kansas—MC 89719, Jesse D. Addis, common carrier appli- 
cation. Examier L. B. Dunn. Served May 16. Denial of 
application proposed. Live stock, emigrant movables and used 
farm machinery between Parsons, Kan., and points within 180 
miles thereof, in Kansas, Missouri, Arkansas and Oklahoma, 
over irregular routes. 

Nevada—MC 89718, Samuel E. Wauchope, common car- 
rier application. Joint board 78. Served May 16. Denial for 
want of prosecution proposed. Ore, lumber and hay between 
Fallon, Nev., and Westwood, Calif., over irregular routes. Ex- 
ceptions, if any, must be filed within twenty-five days from 
date of service. 

New Jersey—MC 89287, Michael S. Drialo, common carrier 
application. Joint board 67. Served May 16. Certificate pro- 
posed. Specified commodities between New Jersey points and 
points in Pennsylvania, over irregular routes. Modified pro- 
cedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed 
within thirty davs from date of service. 

Missouri—MC 88982, Sub. No. 2, Frisco Transportation 
Co., Poplar Bluff-Kennett extension. Joint board 91. Served 
May 16. Certificate recommended. Passengers and their bag- 
gage, and light express, mail, and newspapers in the same 
vehicle with passengers between Poplar Bluff and Kennett, 
Mo., over specified routes, with service to intermediate points. 

lowa—MC 88576, Sub. No. 1, Orville K. Eshelman, exten- 
sion—live stock. Joint board 138. Served May 16. Certificate 
recommended. Live stock from Omaha, Neb., to Lyman, Ia., 
and points within 6 miles thereof, over irregular routes. Modi- 
fied procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must 
be filed within 30 days from date of service. 

Alberta, Canada—MC 88514, Joseph Edward Kirk, con- 
tract carrier application. Joint board 82. Served May 16. On 
further hearing permit proposed. Liquid refined petroleum 
products, in tank trucks, from refining points within one mile 
of Sunburst, Mont., to Sweetgrass, Mont., over a specified 
route. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 25 days from 
date of service. 

lowa—MC 88147, Martin L. Swanson, common carrier ap- 
plication. Joint board 192. Served May 16. Certificate pro- 
posed. Specified commodities over irregular routes between 
Omaha, Neb., and farms within a 15-mile radius of Nyman, Ia. 

Kansas—MC 86209, Sub. No. 1, Kansas City and Leaven- 
worth Transportation Co., extension. Joint board 52. Served 
May 16. Certificate recommended. Passengers and their bag- 
gage, and newspapers and express in the same vehicle with 
passengers, between Leavenworth, Kan., and Fort Leavenworth, 
Kan., over regular routes. Modified procedure. Hearing on 
request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 30 days from 
date of service. 

Oklahoma—MC 84601, D. H. McCall, common carrier ap- 
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plication. Joint board 170. Served May 16. Denial of certifi- 
cate proposed. Oil field equipment, heavy machinery and sup- 
plies, between points in Kansas, Oklahoma, and Texas, over 
irregular routes. 

Montana—MC 63642, Sub. No. 1, A. M. Stendal, dba Stendal 
Transportation Co., extension of operations—property. Joint 
board 82. Served May 16. Certificate proposed. General com- 
modities, with exceptions, between points including farms and 
ranches in Fergus, Petroleum, Wheatland, and Judith Basin 
counties, Mont., on the one hand, and rail and market points 
in those counties, on the other, over irregular routes. Excep- 
tions, if any, must be filed within 25 days from date of service. 

Connecticut—MC 59521, Sub. No. 1, Abraham Alpert, ex- 
tension of operations—Elizabeth. Joint board 159. Served May 
16. Permit recommended. Aluminum in sheets from New 
Haven, Conn., to Elizabeth, N. J., and scrap aluminum in the 
reverse direction, over irregular routes. Modified procedure. 
Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 30 
days from date of service. 

Montana—MC 52497, Sub. No. 1, James W. Nugent, dba 
Nugent’s Transfer & Storage, extension of operations. Joint 
board 82. Served May 16. Denial of application for a certifi- 
cate to transport specified commodities between points in Mon- 
tana within 200 miles of Miles City, Mont., proposed on finding 
that operation not to be in interstate or foreign commerce. 
Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 25 days from date of 
service. 

Maryland—MC 44913, Sub. No. 1, E. Roscoe Willey, exten- 
sion—Accomac and Northampton counties. Joint board 226. 
Served May 16. Certificate recommended. Fertilizer, from 
Cambridge, Md., to points in Accomac and Northampton coun- 
ties, Va., over irregular routes, with no transportation for com- 
pensation on return. Modified procedure. Hearing on request. 
Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 30 days from date of 
service. 

Mississippi—MC 44031, Alabama-Mississippi Motor Express, 
Inc., common carrier application. Joint board 14. Served May 
16. Certificate proposed. Continuance of operation, general 
commodities, with exceptions, between Laurel, Miss., and 
Mobile, Ala., and canned food products from Columbia, Miss., 
to Birmingham and Montgomery, Ala., over specified routes. 

Kentucky—MC 35397, Sub. No. 1, H. W. Denton, dba Den- 
ton Truck Line, Owensboro, Ky., extension. Joint board 105. 
Served May 16. Permit proposed. Meat and packing house 
products between points in Kentucky, over specified routes. 

Michigan—MC 27962, Sub. No. 2, Petroleum Transport, 
Inc., extension of operations—Fort Wayne, Ind. Joint board 
60. Served May 16. Dismissal of application for a certificate 
proposed at request of applicant. Petroleum products between 
Fort Wayne, Ind., and points within a 10-mile radius thereof, 
on the one hand, and Findlay, Toledo and Lima, O., and points 
within a 10-mile radius thereof, on the other. 


New Jersey—MC 726, Sub. No. 1, Hartman Bros. extension 
of operations—Gibbsboro, N. J. Joint board 67. Served May 
16. Permit proposed. Paints, paint materials, varnishes, lac- 
quers, and such materials and supplies as are used in the manu- 
facture of paints, varnishes and lacquers, between Gibbsboro, 
N. J., and Camden, N. J., and Philadelphia, Pa., over irregular 
routes. Modified procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, 
if any, must be filed within 30 days from date of service. 

lowa—MC 842, Henderson J. Willison, contract carrier 
application. Examiner Roy L. Burge. Served May 16. Permit 
proposed. Continuance of operation, specified commodities be- 
tween points in Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, Kansas, Minnesota, Mis- 
souri, Nebraska, Ohio, South Dakota, and Wisconsin, over ir- 
regular routes. The examiner proposed denial of that part of 
the application for a certificate to transport household goods 
between Ottumwa, Ia., on the one hand, and points in Illinois, 
Indiana, Kansas, Minnesota, Missouri, Nebraska, Ohio, South 
Dakota, and Wisconsin, on the other, over irregular routes, 
under the grandfather clause. 

Kansas—MC F-683, Jesse L. Riley, purchase, William F. 
Peterson. Joint board 39. Served May 16. Recommends ap- 
proval of purchase by Jesse L. Riley, of Pratt, Kan., dba Riley’s 
Truck Line, of certain operating rights of William F. Peterson, 
of Hutchinson, Kan., dba A & A Truck Line. ~ 

South Carolina—MC 100128, Fhronis Harvey Hunter, dba 
Hunter Truck Line, contract carrier application. Joint board 
130. Served May 17. Permit recommended. Groceries, 
bagging and materials, equipment and supplies used in the 
grocery and food store business in truckloads from Savannah, 
Ga., to Lancaster, S. C., over a specified route. 

Tennessee—MC 100049, Emory Everett Edwards, Sr., con- 
tract carrier application. Joint board 279. Served May 17. 
Permit recommended. General commodities, with exceptions, 
between Bristol, Tenn., on the one hand, and points in Gray- 
son, Lee, Russell, Scott, Smyth, Washington and Wise counties, 
Va., on the other, over irregular routes. Modified procedure. 
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Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 
thirty days from date of service. 

Pennsylvania—MC 95756, James O. Wilgis, common carrier 
application. Examiner A. J. Sullivan. Served May 17. Cer- 
tificate proposed. Specified commodities between points in 
Pennsylvania, Maryland, Delaware, New Jersey and New York. 

Pennsylvania—MC 95755, Ray C. Distel, contract carrier 
application. Examiner A. J. Sullivan. Served May 17. Denial 
of application proposed. Insulating material, treated roofing 
material, garage doors and red cedar closet lining, between 
Philadelphia, Pa., on the one hand, and points in Delaware, 
New Jersey and Maryland on the other. 

Rhode Island—MC 95722, Tony Darezzo, common carrier 
application. Joint board 134. Served May 17. Certificate pro- 
posed. Road building materials between points in Bristol and 
Providence counties, R. I., on the one hand, and points in 
Massachusetts within fifteen miles of the Massachusetts-Rhode 
Island state line and points in Windham County, Conn., on and 
east of Connecticut highway 12, on the other, over irregular 
routes. 

Minnesota—MC 95119, Donovan E. Brazell, dba Brazell 
Motor Freight of Grand Marais, common carrier application. 
Joint board 145. Served May 17. Certificate proposed. Gen- 
eral commodities, with exceptions, between Duluth, Minn., on 
the one hand, and points in Cook County, Minn., but not in- 
cluding any point in Cook County located on U. S. highway 
61, on the other, over irregular routes. 

Nevada—MC 94817, Floyd E. Massie, contract carrier ap- 
plication. Joint board 128. Served May 17. Certificate recom- 
mended. Ore and ore concentrates, mining equipment and 
supplies, and ranch equipment and supplies between points in 
Elko County, Nev., over irregular routes except that no service 
shall be rendered between on-rail points; and that no service 
shall be rendered to or from Mountain City, Nev. Exceptions, 
if any, must be filed within twenty-five days from date of 
service. 

New York—MC 94805, George W. Monsell, common carrier 
application. Joint board 42. Served May 17. Certificate 
recommended. Live stock and egg crates, from and to described 
points in New York and New Jersey; and coal from Scranton, 
Pa., and points within twenty miles thereof, to Hartwick, N. Y., 
and points in New York within thirty-five miles thereof, over 
irregular routes. Modified procedure. Hearing on request. 
Exceptions, if any, must be filed within thirty days from date 
of service. 

Nebraska—MC 93077, Ralph Evans, common carrier appli- 
cation. Joint board 138. Served May 17. Certificate proposed. 
Live stock and grain between farms in Nebraska within twenty 
miles of Hartington, Neb... and Sioux City, Ia.. and animal 
feed, coal. machinery. machinery parts and building materials 
from Sioux City to farms in Nebraska, within twenty miles 
of Hartington, over irregular routes. 

Massachusetts—MC 89977, Harold E. Ashley, common car- 
rier application. Examiner C. E. Brooks. Served May 17. De- 
nial for want of prosecution proposed. New furniture between 
Svrinefield, Mass., and points in Connecticut, New York and 
New Jersey, over irregular routes. 

Arkansas—MC 89964, H. F. Watson, common carrier ap- 
plication. Examiner C. E. Simmons. Served May 17. Certifi- 
cate proposed. Lumber between points in Clark county, Ark., 
on the one hand, and points in Kansas, Missouri and Oklahoma, 
on the other, over irregular routes. 

Missouri—MC 89894, E. D. Winstead and Oscar Brown, 
dba Main Street Coal Co., contract carrier application. Joint 
board 243. Served May 17. Denial of application proposed. 
General commodities between points in Missouri, Illinois, and 
Arkansas, within a radius of 150 miles of Cape Girardeau, Mo., 
over irregular routes. 

Massachusetts—MC 89796, Francis C. Lindsay and Alvan 
MacCarl, dba L. & M. Express, contract carrier application. 
Examiner C. E. Brooks. Served May 17. Denial for want of 
prosecution proposed. General commodities and furniture be- 
tween Springfield, Mass., and points in Massachusetts, Rhode 
Island, Connecticut, New Hampshire, Vermont, Maine, and New 
York, over regular and irregular routes. 

Kentucky—MC 89794, E. H. Eldridge, dba Eldridge Truck 
Line, common carrier application. Examiner Richard Yardley. 
Served May 17. Certificate proposed. Specified commodities 
between points in Kentucky, Tennessee, Indiana and Ohio, over 
specified routes. 

Indiana—MC 89664, Hodges and Macintosh, Inc., contract 
carrier application. Joint board 21. Served May 17. Permit 
proposed. Soap, soap powders, washing powders, lard sub- 
stitutes, and vegetable oil compounds, from Chicago, IIl., to 
points in specified counties in Indiana, and rejected shipments 
from points in Chicago territory, over irregular routes. 

lowa—MC 89347, Gilbert W. Taplin, common carrier appli- 
cation. Joint board 54. Served May 17. Certificate proposed. 
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Livestock and emigrant movables between Miles, Ia., and points 
in Iowa within 25 miles thereof, on the one hand, and points 
in Illinois, on the other. 

Oregon—MC 89127, Lewis C. Dyer, extension of operations 
—Washington and Idaho. Joint board 81. Served May 17. 
Certificate recommended. Specified commodities between points 
in Gilliam and Wheeler counties, Ore., on the one hand, and 
points in Washington and Idaho, on the other, over irregular 
routes. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 25 days from 
date of service. 

lowa—MC 88790, W. E. Fowler, common carrier applica- 
tion. Joint board 192. Served May 17. Denial of application 
proposed. Specified commodities between points in Iowa, Mis- 
souri and Nebraska. 

Nebraska—MC 86197, Sub. No. 1, John Price, extension 
of operation—Kansas-Missouri. Joint board 140. Served May 
17. Dismissal of application for a certificate proposed. Live 
stock, feed, farm machinery, twine, and household goods be- 
tween points in Nebraska, Kansas, and Missouri, over irregular 
routes. The joint board said that applicant in this application, 
the extension, sought the same authority as in the original ap- 
plication, MC 86197. 

Missouri—MC 84791, Columbia Terminals Co., common car- 
rier application. Joint board 135. Served May 17. Denial of 
application proposed. Baggage of railway passengers between 
St. Louis, Mo., and points in Illinois. 

District of Columbia—MC 84751, Merchants Transfer and 
Storage Co., common carrier application. Joint board 68. 
Served May 17. Certificate proposed. Household goods between 
points in the District of Columbia, on the one hand, and points 
within 100 miles thereof, on the other, and commodities requir- 
ing special equipment between points in the District of Co- 
lumbia, on the one hand, and points within 25 miles of the 
District of Columbia, on the other, over irregular routes. 

Pennsylvania—MC 79281, Fayes Transportation, Inc., con- 
tract carrier application. Examiner A. J. Sullivan. Served May 
17. Permit proposed. Corrugated paper rolls and boxes from 
Philadelphia, Pa., to New York, N. Y., and points in New 
Jersey, Delaware, and Maryland; paper rolls and corrugated 
paper rolls and boxes from Long Island City, N. Y., to Phila- 
delphia; corrugated paper rolls and boxes to ship piers in 
Philadelphia; paper rolls from ship piers in Philadelphia, and 
returned or rejected shipments in the reverse directions, over 
irregular routes. 


lowa—MC 46510, Sub. No. 1, Everett L. Baker, dba Baker 
Transfer, common carrier application. Joint board 111. Served 
May 17. Certificate proposed. Packing house products from 
Mason City, Ia., to Milwaukee, Wis., and plumbing supplies 
from Kohler, Wis., to Marshalltown, Ia., over specified routes. 

Pennsylvania—MC 34977, Sub. No. 1, Domenick Volpe, ex- 
tension of operations. Examiner A. J. Sullivan. Served May 17. 
Permit recommended. Metal products from Philadelphia, Pa., 
to New York, N. Y., and points in New York within 60 miles 
thereof, points in Virginia in Accomac and Northampton 
counties and points on and east of U. S. highway 15 from the 
District of Columbia to Zion, Va., on and north of U. S. high- 
way 250 from Zion to Richmond, Va., and U. S. highway 360 
from Richmond to Reedville, Va., and west of the Potomac 
River, and to the District of Columbia, and returned and re- 
jected shipments in the reverse direction, over irregular routes. 

West Virginia—MC 17770, Sub. No. 1, Howard Bell, ex- 
tension of operations—West Virginia. Joint board 118. Served 
May 17. Denial of application for a certificate proposed. Gen- 
eral commodities between specified points in West Virginia, 
over regular routes. 

North Carolina—MC 7804, Sub. No. 2, V. J. Smith and 
C. H. Smith, co-partners, dba Smith’s Transfer Co., Morgan- 
ton-Charlotte extension of operations. Joint board 103. Served 
May 17. Certificate proposed. General commodities, with ex- 
ceptions, between Morganton and Charlotte, N. C., over a 
specified route. 

INlinois—MC 6355, Sub. No. 1, Maurice Carl Mayhew, 
contract carrier application. Joint board 149. Served May 17. 
Permit proposed. General commodities between Christopher 
and DuQuoin, Ill., over a specified route. 

Minnesota—MC 1509, Sub. No. 21, Northland Greyhound 
Lines, Inc., dba Greyhound Lines, Glencoe-Hutchinson exten- 
sion. Joint board 145. Served May 17. Certificate recom- 
mended. Passengers, baggage of passengers, express, mail and 
newspapers between Glencoe and Hutchinson, Minn., over Min- 
nesota highway 22, serving all intermediate points. 

Arkansas—MC 426, Sub. No. 1, G. M. Bradsher, extension 
—Cairo, Caruthersville, Memphis. Examiner John Cunning- 
ham. Served May 17. Denial of application for a certificate 
proposed. Cotton, cottonseed, and live stock from Rector, 
Ark., to Cairo, Ill., Caruthersville, Mo., and Memphis, Tenn., 
over specified routes. 

New York—MC 18254, Buffalo Storage and Carting Co., 
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Inc., common or contract carrier application. Examiner Paul 
A. Colvin. Served May 17. Denial of application proposed. 
General commodities between Buffalo, N. Y., and all New York 
points within 25 miles thereof, on the one hand, and the Cleve- 
land, Ohio, commercial zone and points in Cuyahoga, Lake, and 
Portage counties, O., on the other, for operation in conjunction 
with the Cleveland and Buffalo Transit Co., and in interstate 
or foreign commerce, independently of the transit company, 
between all points within the area of Buffalo, N. Y., and 25 
miles thereof. The examiner also proposed denial of the appli- 
cation with respect to the transportation of petroleum products, 
in bulk, in tank trucks, between Buffalo and New York points 
within 100 miles thereof, and between Rochester, N. Y., and 
New York points within 100 miles thereof, as not shown to be 
in interstate or foreign commerce. 

Montana—MC 100019, Hiram P. Bean, common carrier 
application. Joint board 123. Served May 18. Certificate pro- 
posed. Fresh bread, frésh fruits, fresh vegetables, drugs, meats, 
fresh milk, eggs and dairy products, between Gardiner and 
Cooke, Mont., over a specified route, including service at inter- 
mediate points. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 25 
days from date of service. 

Wisconsin—MC 95656, Alvin R. Berg, common carrier ap- 
plication. Joint board 142. Served May 18. Certificate pro- 
posed. Live stock, agricultural commodities, fuel and cord 
wood, and scrap iron from farms only in Ettrick, Preston and 
Arcadia townships in Trempealeau county, Wis., to Winona, 
Minn., with no transportation for compensation, on return, over 
irregular routes. 

Missouri—MC 95639, A. R. T. Coal Co., common carrier 
application. Joint board 135. Served May 18. Denial for want 
of prosecution proposed. Coal between points in Illinois and 
Missouri. 

Missouri—MC 95518, Albert H. Weber, contract carrier 
application. Joint board 135. Served May 18. Permit pro- 
posed. Powder from Wolf Lake, Ill., on the one hand, to 
Moberly, Affton, Columbia, Huntsville and Binkley, Mo., on 
the other, and dynamite, from Joplin, and Affton, Mo., on the 
one hand, to points in Illinois within 150 miles of East St. 
Louis, Ill., on the other, over regular routes. 

Montana—MC 95501, E. O. Peterson, common carrier ap- 
plication. Joint board 82. Served May 18. Denial for want of 
prosecution proposed. General commodities between points in 
Cut Bank, Mont., and vicinity, over irregular routes. Excep- 
tions, if any, must be filed within 25 days from date of service. 

IlNlinois—MC 95469, Walter Diefenbach, common carrier 
application. Joint board 135. Served May 18. Certificate pro- 
posed. Live stock and live poultry from Sparta, Ill., and points 
in Illinois within 15 miles from Sparta, on the one hand, to St. 
Louis, Mo., on the other, and general commodities from St. 
Louis, Mo., on the one hand, to Blair and Schuline, Ill., on the 
other, over irregular routes. 

IMinois—MC 94884, Minos C. Nixon, common carrier ap- 
plication. Joint board 13. Served May 18. Certificate recom- 
mended. Magazines from Chicago and Antioch, Ill., to points in 
Kenosha and Walworth counties, Wis., over irregular routes, 
with return transportation for compensation limited to unsold 
magazines only. Modified procedure. Hearing on request. Ex- 
ceptions, if any, must be filed within 30 days from date of 
service. 

Pennsylvania—MC 94087, Harry M. Brown, contract car- 
rier application. Joint board 74. Served May 18. Denial of 
permit proposed. Brick from Williamsport, Md., to points in 
Franklin county, Pa., over regular and irregular route. 

Wisconsin—MC 93877, Richard Keene, contract carrier 
application. Examiner Virgil J. Livingstone. Served May 18. 
Permit recommended. Strawberries, raspberries and cranber- 
ries from Warrens, Wis., and points within 50 miles thereof, to 
points in Minnesota, with no transportation for compensation 
on return, over irregular routes, in the season of May, June 
and July for strawberries and raspberries, and October, Novem- 
ber and December for cranberries. 

Wisconsin—MC 93825, Orville Berkseth, dba Berkseth 
Bros., common carrier application. Joint board 142. Served 
May 18. Denial of application proposed. Live stock and empty 
oil and gas containers, points in Wisconsin to points in Minne- 
sota, and general commodities in the reverse direction, over 
irregular routes. 

Maryland—MC 93821, Marshall W. Bell, common carrier 
application. Examiner A. J. Sullivan. Served May 18. Cer- 
tificate recommended. Fertilizer from Keymar, Md., to Lit- 
tlestown, Pa., and points in Pennsylvania within five miles 
thereof. 

Wisconsin—MC 93107, Milton Michaelson, common carrier 
application. Joint board 142. Served May 18. Certificate 
recommended. Specified commodities between points in Wis- 
consin and Minnesota, over irregular routes. 

Pennsylvania—MC 90230, Elizabeth T. Bisett and R. W. 
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Bisett, dba E. W. Bisett & Son, common carrier application. 
Joint board 42. Served May 18. Certificate proposed on find- 
ing applicants’ operations to be those of a common carrier. 
Specified commodities between points in New Jersey, New 
York and Pennsylvania, over irregular routes. Modified pro- 
cedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed 
within thirty days from date of service. 

West Virginia—MC 89972, L. J. Navy, dba Navy’s Truck 
Line, common carrier application. Joint board 312. Served 
May 18. Certificate proposed. Lumber in truckload quantities 
from points in Ohio and Virginia to points in McDowell, Mingo, 
Logan and Mercer counties, W. Va., and from points in Mc- 
Dowell County to points in Ohio and Virginia; malt beverages 
in truckload quantities from points in Ohio and Virginia to 
points in McDowell, Mingo, Logan and Mercer counties, and 
empty malt beverage containers in the reverse direction, over 
irregular routes. 

Texas—MC 89943, W. H. Woodlief, dba Amarillo-Denver 
Bus Co., common carrier passenger operation. Joint board 214. 
Served May 18. Certificate proposed. Passengers and their 
baggage, and light express in the same vehicle with pas- 
sengers, between Amarillo, Tex., and Denver, Colo., over speci- 
fied routes. 

Wisconsin—MC 89715, Henry Kuske, common carrier ap- 
plication. Joint board 142. Served May 18. Denial of applica- 
tion proposed. Specified commodities between points in Wis- 
consin and Minnesota, over regular and irregular routes. 

New York—MC 89572, Thomas A. McLenithan, common 
carrier application. Joint board 187. Served May 18. Cer- 
tificate proposed. Lime, used as fertilizer, in February, March, 
April and May of each year, from Adams, Mass., to Cambridge, 
N. Y., over specified routes, and from Cambridge to points 
within a radius of ten miles thereof, over irregular routes. 

New York—MC 89259, Ridge Road Express, Inc., common 
carrier application. Examiner Herbert P. Haley. Served May 
18. Denial of application proposed. Persons from and to 
points in Niagara, Orleans, Erie, Genesee, Monroe and Wyoming 
counties, N. Y., over irregular routes, in New York, Alabama, 
Arkansas, Connecticut, Delaware, Florida, Georgia, Illinois, 
Indiana, Iowa, Kentucky, Louisiana, Maine, Maryland, Massa- 
chusetts, Michigan, Minnesota, Mississippi, Missouri, New 
Hampshire, New Jersey, North Carolina, Ohio, Pennsylvania, 
Rhode Island, South Carolina, Tennessee, Vermont, Virginia, 
Wisconsin, West Virginia and the District of Columbia. 

Virginia—MC 89047, Richard Pierce Kelly, common car- 
rier application. Examiner Richard Yardley. Served May 18. 
Certificate proposed. Plaster, sheetrock, gypsum blocks, wood- 
fiber and steel laths from North Holston, Va., to destinations 
in Tennessee, Kentucky, North Carolina and West Virginia 
within 175 miles of North Holston. 

Kansas—MC 56387, Sub. No. 1, The Kansas Transfer & 
Storage Co., common carrier extension. Joint board 36. Served 
May 18. Denial of application for a certificate proposed. Dog 
food, canned or dry, animal food, horse meat, and/or offal, 
frozen, from Topeka, Kan., to St. Louis, Mo. over a regular 
route. 

Texas—MC 48963, Roy C. Heathington, dba Heathington 
Truck Line, common carrier application. Joint board 77. 
Served May 18. Certificate proposed on finding applicant’s 
operations to be those of a common carrier. Continuance of 
operations, general commodities, with exceptions, between 
specified points in Texas over regular and irregular routes. 

Nebraska—MC 39063, Sub. No. 5, Union Pacific Stages, 
Inc., change in route—Five Points-Hot Springs, Utah. Joint 
board 207. Served May 18. Certificate recommended. Pas- 
sengers and their baggage and express, mail, and newspapers 
in the same vehicle with passengers between Five Points and 
Hot Springs, Utah, over U. S. highway 91. Modified procedure. 
Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 
thirty days from date of service. 


Wisconsin—MC 29937, Sub. No. 1, Volck Bros., Inc., exten- 
sion of operations—Wisconsin. Joint board 141. Served May 
18. Certificate proposed. General commodities between Madi- 
son, Wis., and Fairchild, Wis., over U. S. highway 12, for 
operating purposes only, with no service to or from any point. 

Michigan—MC 27962, Sub. No. 2, Petroleum Transport, 
Inc., extension of operations—Fort Wayne, Ind. Joint board 
60. Served May 18. Dismissal of application for a certificate 
proposed at request of applicant. Petroleum products between 
Fort Wayne, Ind., and points within a ten-mile radius there- 
of, on the one hand, and Findley, Toledo, and Lima, O., and 
points within a ten-mile radius thereof, on the other. 

Maryland—MC 23485, Edward M. Fallon, dba Independent 
Freight Exchange, broker application. Examiner L. W. Cun- 
ningham. Served May 18. Denial of license proposed. Gen- 
eral commodities between points in Maryland, Delaware, Penn- 
sylvania, Virginia, West Virginia, North Carolina, New York, 
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New Jersey, Ohio, District of Columbia, Florida, Georgia, South 
Carolina, Tennessee, Kentucky, Indiana, Illinois, Michigan, 
Rhode Island, Connecticut and Massachusetts. 

Arkansas—MC 14916, W. D. Gill, common carrier applica- 
tion. Joint board 38. Served May 18. Certificate recom- 
mended. Continuance of operations, general commodities, with 
exceptions, between Memphis, Tenn., on the one hand, and 
Little Rock, North Little Rock and Conway, Ark., on the other, 
and from Little Rock to El Dorado, Ark., over specified routes, 
serving all intermediate points. 

New York—MC 13713, Flora Rodabaugh, dba Rodabaugh 
Transportation Lines, common carrier application. Joint board 
67. Served May 18. Certificate proposed. Continuance of 
operation, general commodities, with exceptions, over a speci- 
fied route between Syracuse and Elmira, N. Y., serving inter- 
mediate points; and oil and grease from Bradford, Pa., to 
Ithaca, N. Y., and Philadelphia, Pa., over specified routes, serv- 
ing no intermediate points. 

Missouri—MC 2283, Sub. No. 1, Whitehead Transfer and 
Storage Co., common carrier extension. Examiner L. B. Dunn. 
Served May 18. Denial of application proposed. Uncrated 
household goods, between a defined area in southwestern Mis- 
souri, on the one hand, and points in Colorado, Mississippi and 
Minnesota, on the other, over irregular routes. 

Arkansas—MC 1206, Sub. No. 1, Arkansas Louisiana Mo- 
tor Freight, Inc. Joint board 35. Served May 18. Certificate 
recommended. General commodities between Little Rock, Ark., 
and North Little Rock, Ark., and between Monroe, La., and 
West Monroe, La., over specified routes. 


Rhode Island—MC 93328, James Henry Corrigan, dba Cor- 
rigan Moving Vans Co., common carrier application. Exam- 
iner H. L. Hanback. Served May 18. Certificate proposed. 
Used household goods between Central Falls, R. I., and points 
in Massachusetts, Connecticut, New York, New Jersey, Penn- 
sylvania and the District of Columbia, over regular and irreg- 
ular routes. 

Massachusetts—MC 92095, Edmond O. Rainville, contract 
carrier application. Examiner H. L. Hanback. Served May 18. 
Permit recommended. Automobiles, trucks, chassis and parts, 
by the so-called driveaway method, or when mounted on ap- 
plicant’s vehicles, from Buffalo, N. Y., to points in Massachu- 
setts, Rhode Island and Connecticut, over regular and irregular 
routes. 


Pennsylvania—MC 80092, E. Brooke Matlack, contract car- 
rier application. Examiner W. R. Pierce. Served May 18. 
Permit proposed. Liquid petroleum products and other liquid 
fuels and solvents, in tank trucks, from specified points in 
Delaware, Maryland, Pennsylvania and New Jersey to points 
in defined areas in New Jersey and Pennsylvania, over irreg- 
ular routes. 


Michigan—MC 68614, American Transportation Co., com- 
mon carrier application. Examiner Beverley S. Simms. Served 
May 18. Certificate proposed. Continuance of operations, be- 
tween New York, N. Y., and Philadelphia, Pa., of auto parts, 
tools, equipment and accessories forwarded by rail to Phila- 
delphia and destined to New York, or forwarded by rail to 
New York and destined to Philadelphia. Denial of application 
in all other respects proposed. 


LOADING AND UNLOADING ON L. V. 


The Commission, in No. 28266, stop-off to load and unload 
on Lehigh Valley railroad, has entered on a hearing with re- 
spect to the lawfulness of the regulations and practices dealing 
with stop-off privileges to load and unload freight on that 
railroad. The hearing is on the Lehigh Valley’s Tariff I. C. C. 
C-8934, embodying Rule 56-XVII, which became effective 
April 10, 1939. It is to be held June 21 at the Hotel St. George, 
Brooklyn, N. Y., before Examiner Trezise. 

The Commission pointed out that in I. and S. No. 4613, 
stop off to load and unload on the Delaware, Lackawanna & 
Western, it had entered on a hearing concerning the lawfulness 
of regulations and practices dealing with stop-off privileges to 
load and unload freight on that railroad which were similar 
to those applicable on the Lehigh Valley. 


OMAHA ABANDONMENT 


Examiner J. S. Prichard in Finance No. 12237, Chicago, 
St. Paul, Minneapolis & Omaha abandonment, has recom- 
mended that division 4 permit abandonment by the applicant 
of a part of its branch line extending from Holcombe to Han- 
nibal, Wis., a distance of a little more than 17 miles. Net 
losses from operations, 1933 to 1937, inclusive, was shown as 
$11,625, $7,420, $8,857, $13,591 and $13,290. In the first nine 
months of 1938 a loss of $10,834 was shown. 
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SUSPENDED TARIFFS 


(Designation of a tariff below does not mean that all schedules 
in it have been suspended. Suspension orders contain many schedules 
not reproduced here. Details of such orders are published in The 
Daily Traffic World and Bulletin and The Traffic Bulletin.) 


In I. and S. M-704, the Commission has suspended from 
May 17 until August 15, the operation of certain schedules as 
published in tariff MF I. C. C. No. 5 of James W. Poole, trading 
as J. W. Poole Transfer Co., Wytheville, Va. The suspended 
schedules propose to establish new commodity rates on canned 
goods, minimum 15,000 pounds, glass bottles, minimum 20,000 
pounds, malt beverages and empty returned containers, mini- 
mum 15,000 pounds, and petroleum products, in containers, 
minimum 20,000 pounds, from or to points in Virginia. This 
carrier has no present rates on these commodities. An illustra- 
tion of the proposed rates is a rate of 34 cents a 100 pounds, 
minimum 20,000 pounds, on glass bottles from Salem, N. J., 
to Marion, Va. 


In I. and S. No. M-705, the Commission has suspended from 
May 18 until August 16, the operation of certain schedules as 
published in supplement No. 1 to tariff MF I. C. C. No. 1 of 
R. Leon Varnado, doing business as Wall Bros. Truck Line, 
Osyka, Miss. The suspended schedules propose to establish, 
in lieu of present higher class rates, the following new com- 
modity rates: 


Cotton linters, regins, and motes, minimum 14,000 pounds (rates 
in cents a 100 pounds): from Brookhaven, Miss., to New Orleans, La., 
14; from Magnolia, Miss., to New Orleans, La., 13. 

Cottonseed meal and hulls, minimum 14,000 pounds (rates in cents 
by the 2,000 pounds): from Brookhaven, Miss., to Amite, La., 160; from 
Brookhaven, Miss., to Ponchatoula, La., 180. 


In I. and S. M-706, the Commission has suspended from 
May 18 until August 16, the operation of certain schedules pub- 
lished in supplement No. 5 to tariff MF I. C. C. No. 3 of 
Onondaga Freight Corporation, Syracuse, N. Y. The suspended 
schedules propose to establish for application between points 
in Connecticut, Delaware, District of Columbia, Maryland, 
Massachusetts, New Jersey, New York, Pennsylvania and 
Rhode Island, in lieu of present classifications ratings, the fol- 
lowing new exceptions ratings: 


Cordage—Rope, twine, tape and jute felt, partially processed in 
packages, 100 pounds to 5,000 pounds, class 55; 5,000 pounds to 7,500 
pounds, Class 50; 7,500 pounds to 10,000 pounds, Class 45; 10,000 pounds 
to 20,000 pounds, class 40; over 20,000 pounds, class 35. 


In I. and S. M-699, the Commission has suspended from 
May 13 until August 11 the operation of certain schedules as 
published in Tariff MF-ICC No. 2 of George Thayer, Amber, 
Okla. The suspended schedules propose to establish new and 
reduced truckload and any-quantity commodity rates on numer- 
ous commodities between points in Arkansas, Colorado, Kan- 
sas, Oklahoma, and Texas. The following is illustrative: 


Lubricating oil from Oklahoma City, Okla., to Elkhart, Kan., pres- 
ent, no rate; proposed, 40, minimum 10,000 pounds. 


In I. and S. M-700, the Commission has suspended from 
May 13 until August 11 the operation of certain schedules as 
published in supplement No. 14 to tariff MF-I. C. C. No. A-2 
of Agent A. R. Fowler. The suspended schedules propose to 
establish new commodity rates on groceries and general store 
supplies from Minneapolis and St. Paul, Minn., and points 
grouped therewith, to 28 points in Wisconsin, in lieu of present 
class rates. The following is illustrative: 


Groceries and general store supplies from Minneapolis, Minn., to: 


Present Proposed 

LTL 6M LTL XM 

On) MG ha Ja bicinsnuwdwewairnaen 20 to 37 17 24 19 
SEIN WEE Gasdes acs dos seceeabrey 40 to 72 32 34 19 


LTL—Less-truckload. 
6M—Minimum 6,000 pounds. 
XM—Minimum 2,500 pounds. 
Rates in cents per 100 pounds. 


In I. and S. M-701, the Commission has suspended from 
May 13 until August 11 the operation of certain schedules as 
published in supplement No. 3 to joint tariff, MF-ICC No. 6 
of Agent F. C. Paist, Denver, Colo.. The suspended schedules 
propose to establish a reduced commodity rate of 125 cents, 
minimum 10,000 pounds, on uncooked cereals, also a reduced 
commodity rate of 170 cents, minimum 5,000 pounds, on paints 
and related commodities, between Denver, Colorado Springs, 
and Trinidad, Colo., and points grouped therewith, also Chey- 
enne, Wyo., on the one hand, and Los Angeles and San Fran- 
cisco, Calif., and points grouped therewith, on the other hand. 
The present rates on paints and related commodities, which are 
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not being cancelled, are 195 cents, less-truckload, and 150 cents, 
minimum 10,000 pounds. 

In I. and S. M-702, the Commission has suspended from 
May 14 until August 12 the operation of certain schedules as 
published in supplement 7 to tariff MF-I. C. C. No. 71 of Al- 
ternate Agent J. R. Shumate. The suspended schedules pro- 
pose to establish a new proportional commodity rate of 18 
cents a 100 pounds on canned goods, viz.: citrus fruit; citrus 
fruit juices; pineapples; pineapple juice; tomato juice, pulp or 
puree; and vegetables; in straight or mixed shipments, mini- 
mum 22,000 pounds, from Tampa, Fla., to Jacksonville, Fla., 
applicable only on shipments destined to eastern ports; in lieu 
of present class rates ranging from 40 to 33 cents. 

In I. and S. 4627, the Commission has suspended from 
May 15 until December 15 the operation of certain schedules 
as published in Chicago, Burlington & Quincy Railroad Com- 
pany’s tariff, I. C. C. No. 19394, supplement No. 97 to Agent 
L. E. Kipp’s tariff, I. C. C. No. A-2442, and other tariffs. The 
suspended schedules propose certain defined groups in western 
trunk-line territory from which potatoes or onions may be 
shipped to storage-in-transit points and reshipped to points be- 
yond without maintaining the identity of each inbound carload 
shipment at the transit point. 

In I. and S. 4628, the Commission has suspended from 
May 15 until December 15 the operation of certain schedules 
as published in supplenients Nos. 10 and 7 to Agent J. J. Quinn’s 
tariffs, I. C. C. Nos. 12 and 13, respectively, and other tariffs. 
The suspended schedules propose new and revised loading rules 
on watermelons shipped in carloads from stations in southern 
and southwestern territories. 

In I. and S. 4629, the Commission has suspended from May 
16 until December 16 the operation of certain schedules as 
published in Supplement 5 to the Erie Railroad Company’s Tariff 
I. C. C. A-7409. The suspended schedules propose to increase 
the reciprocal switching charge between industries on the Erie 
Railroad at Jamestown, N. Y., and points of interchange with 
the Jamestown, Westfield and Northwestern Railroad from 
$3.47 to $6.93 a car. 

In I. and S. M-707, the Commission has suspended from 
May 19 until August 17, the operation of certain schedules as 
published in tariff MF I. C. C. No. 6 and supplement No. 2 to 
tariff MF I. C. C. No. 5 of the Liberty Fast Freight Company, 
Inc., Garfield, N. J. The suspended schedules propose to estab- 
lish new and reduced commodity rates on cordage and related 
articles, minimum 30,000 pounds, and on soap and related 
articles, minimum 20,000 pounds, between New York, New 
Jersey, and Pennsylvania points. The following is illustrative: 


Cordage from New York, N. Y., to Philadelphia, Pa., present rate, 
minimum 20,000 pounds, 21; proposed rate, minimum 30,000 pounds, 16. 





PETITIONS FOR REHEARING, ETC. 


No. 27862, Swift and Co. et al. vs. Alton et al. Counsel for com- 
plainants asks that proceeding be assigned for further hearing at 
Washington, D. C., on Wednesday, June 7, before Examiner Paul O. 
Carter (or another examiner to be designated by Commission if Ex- 
aminer Carter is not available). 

Ex Parte MC 21, motor carrier rates in central territory. Central 
States Motor Freight Bureau, Inc., asks amendment of order. 

No. 26510, western southern class rates. New Orleans Joint Traffic 
Bureau asks Commission to reconsider and modify that portion of 
its second supplemental report decided March 29, revising finding 
4 of the original decision. 

No. 23626, Alabama Marble Co. vs. L. & N. Southwestern carriers, 
defendants, ask modification of order with reference to marble or lime- 
stone terrazzo material, from Gantt’s Quarry, Ala., to interstate points. 

No. 23054, E. & A. Opler, Inc., vs. A. T. & S. F. et al. Southwest- 
ern carriers, defendants, ask modification of order with reference to 
cocoa in inner containers. 

Ex Parte MC 21, motor carrier rates in central territory. Respond- 
ent, McMath Motor Express, asks Commission to amend findings and 
order, as amended, by including rate of 44 cents a 100 pounds as mini- 
mum rates on meats, fresh or slightly salted, in carcass or part car- 
cass, subject to minimum weight of 18,000 pounds, between Wheeling, 
W. Va., and Detroit, Mich. 

Finance No. 11915, Erie reorganization. Bondholders’ protective 
committee for refunding and improvement mortgage 5 per cent bonds 
of Erie ask approval of its election of Herbert Riheldaffer and B. P. 
Lester as additional members of committee; and Herbert Riheldaffer 
and B. P. Lester ask authorization under section 77(p) of national 
bankruptcy act. 

1. & S. No. 4392, fruits, vegetables and hay in official territory. Nor- 
folk & Western asks Commission to vacate and set aside its order of 
suspension entered August 14, 1937, in so far as it suspends Supple- 
ment No. 30 to N. & W. tariff I. C. C. No. 7776, in order that that 
tariff may be wholly cancelled because it is obsolete, there having 
been no movement under rates contained in that tariff for several 
years. 

1. & S. No. 4614, petroleum between Washington, Oregon, Idaho 
and Montana. Great Northern asks Commission to vacate order of 
April 8, in so far as it suspends rates on petroleum and its products 
published in Item 130, page 6 of Supplement 4, G. N. Ry. I. C. C. No. 
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A-7611, pending final decision herein after investigation and hearing 
hereof. 

No. 22854, Gravier-Starr Produce Co. vs. A. V. I. et al. 
western carriers, defendants, ask modification of order with 
ence to peaches, carloads, Texas points to Kansas destinations. 

No. 17000, Part 12, rate structure investigation, non-ferrous metals. 
Southwestern carriers, defendants, ask modification of order. 

No. 28050, intrastate rates on anthracite in Pennsylvania. 
Lackawanna & Western, respondent, asks Commission to modify its 
report of November 7, 1938, and order of January 4, 1939, so as to 
make said order, in so far as it relates to rates on anthracite silt, in- 
applicable to rates in effect on January 4, and permit petitioner to 
establish a through rate of 58 cents a ton of 2,240 pounds on anthracite 
silt from Rocky Glen, Pa., on Lackawanna & Wyoming Valley to Scran- 
ton, Pa., on D. L. & W. 

No. 23234, West Coast Kalsomine Co. of New Orleans vs. A. & R. 
et al.; No. 23337, George S. Mepham & Co. vs. Abilene & Southern 
et al.; and No. 23474, Lookout Paint Manufacturing Co. vs. Southern 
et al. Southwestern carriers, defendants, ask modification of order 
with reference to ground iron ore, ochre, ground barytes, whiting, etc. 


South- 
refer- 


Delaware, 


Ex Parte MC 21, motor carrier rates in central territory. O. G. 
Tiedeman, dba Associated Freight Forwarders, asks amendment of 
order in connection with rolls, rolling mill; butter, N. O. I., butter 


grease, cheese and oleomargarine; canned, preserved or prepared food 


stuffs; paint, paint material and putty; wave set; and advertising 
matter. 

No. 24017, American Cotton Waste & Linter Exchange vs. C. & 
N. W. et al. Southwestern carriers, defendants, ask modification of 


order with reference to cotton waste and related articles, carloads. 

No. 20476, City of Roswell vs. A. T. & S. F. et al. Southwestern 
carriers, defendants, ask modification of order with reference to rates 
on sewer pipe and sewer pipe fittings, between southwestern points 
and points in Colorado. 

No. 22109, in the matter of rates on sand, gravel, crushed stone, 
etc., within the state of South Carolina. Seaboard Air Line asks that 
orders of July 14, 1931, and November 7, 1933, be further modified and 
amended so as to permit establishment by petitioner of rates of $1.05 
a net ton on crushed stone from Columbia, S. C., to Georgetown and 
Jamestown, S. C., and of $1 a net ton on gravel from Scotts, S. C., 
to Georgetown and Jamestown, S. C. 


FINANCE APPLICATIONS 


Finance No. 12412. Lehigh & New England Railroad Co. asks 
authority to abandon its single track Nazareth branch extending from 
a point northwest of Northampton Junction, Pa., to a point east of 
Broadway, Pa., approximately 10 miles. 

MC F-900. Wheeler Transportation Co., Menasha, Wis., asks au- 
thority to purchase part of the operations of Yellow Truck Lines, Inc. 

MC F-901. Consolidated Freightways, Inc., Portland, Ore., asks 
authority to issue $119,822.40 in notes, contracts and mortgages so 
as to purchase new equipment and renew outstanding securities. 


MC-F 902. Gateway City Transfer Co., Inc., La Crosse, Wis., asks 


authority to purchase operating rights between Dubuque, Ia., and 
Rockford, Ill., of Janesville Rowald Motor Transport, Inc., Monroe, 
Wis. 

MC F-903. Hoover Truck Co., Inc., Nashville, Tenn., asks au- 


thority to purchase the certificate of Hoover Motor Express Co., Inc., 
between Nashville and Memphis, Tenn. 

MC F-904. Western Michigan Transportation Co., Grand Rapids, 
Mich., asks authority to operate the Nelson Truck Lines, Ine., and 
temporary approval of the operating contract for a period not ex- 
ceeding 180 days. 

MC F-905. Western Michigan Transportation Co., Grand Rapids, 
Mich., ask authority to operate the H. Slate, dba William Walton 
Co. Truck Line, and temporary approval of the operating contract 
for a period not exceeding 180 days. 

MC F-906. Western Michigan Transportation Co., Grand Rapids, 
Mich., asks authority to operate the Michigan Associated Express, 
Inc., and temporary approval of the operating contract for a period 
not exceeding 180 days. 

MC F-907. Herrin Transportation Co., Inc., Houston, Tex., asks 
authority to purchase operating rights of Etienne Thomas Malbrough, 
dba Malbrough’s Fast Freight Line, and to temporarily lease those 
rights. 

MC F-908. Harry P. Brown and Oswell E. Latimer, of San An- 
tonio, Tex., asks authority to acquire control of the Southern Transfer 
and Storage Co., of San Antonio, Tex. 

MC F-909. Harvey Jones, dba Jones Truck Line, of Springdale, 
Ark., asks authority to purchase operating rights of H. M. Bennett, 
of Tulsa, Okla. 

MC F-910. Wheeler Transportation Co., Menasha, Wis., asks au- 
thority to purchase part of the operations of Leicht Transfer & Stor- 
age Co. i 

Finance No. 12415. Southern Pacific Railroad Co. and Southern 
Pacific Co., lessee, ask authority to abandon the so-called Patagonia 
branch, extending from a point near Patagonia, Ariz., to a point near 
Flux, Ariz., approximately 3 miles, together with all sidings, spur 
tracks and appurtenances. 


UNCONTESTED FINANCE CASES 

Report and certificate in F. D. No. 12354, Indian Creek Valley Rail- 
way Co. et al. abandonment, permitting abandonment by the Indian 
Creek Valley Railway Co., and abandonment of operation by the Balti- 
more & Ohio Railroad Co. of branch lines of railroad in Fayette and 
Westmoreland counties, Pa., approved. 

Report and certificate in F. D. 12301, Boston & Maine Railroad 
abandonment, permitting abandonment by the Boston and Maine Rail- 
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road of a branch line of railroad in Hillsborough county, N. H., ap- 
proved. 

Report and certificate in F. D. 12350, Western Maryland Railway 
Co. abandonment, permitting abandonment by the Western Maryland 
Ry. Co. of part of a branch line of railroad in Allegany county, Md., 
approved. 

Report and certificate in F. D. No. 12342, Loyalsock Railroad Co. 
et al. abandonment, permitting abandonment by the Loyalsock Railroad 
Co., and abandonment of operation by the Lehigh Valley Railroad Co., 
lessee, of a line of railroad in Luzerne, Wyoming and Sullivan counties, 
Pa., approved. 

Report and order in F. D. 12390 et al., Jacksonville Terminal Co. 
bonds, authorizing the Jacksonville Terminal Co. to issue not ex- 
ceeding $400,000 of refunding and extension mortgage bonds, series C, 
to be sold at 100.75 and accrued interest, and the proceeds used to re- 
tire a like principal amount of outstanding first-mortgage 5 per cent 
bonds, due July 1, 1939, and for other lawful purposes, and the South- 
ern Railway Co., the receivers of the Seaboard Air Line Railway Co., 
the receivers of the Florida East Coast Railway Co., and the Atlantic 
Coast Line Railroad Co. to assume obligation and liability, jointly 
and severally as guarantors, in respect thereof, approved. 

This report also embraces F. D. 12390, Sub. 1, Southern Railway 
Co. assumption of obligation and liability; F. D. 12390, Sub. 2, Seaboard 
Air Line Railway Co. receivers assumption of obligation and liability; 
12390, Sub. 3, Florida East Coast Railway Co. receivers assumption of 
obligation and liability; and F. D. 12390, Sub. 4, Atlantic Coast Line 
Railroad Co. assumption of obligation and liability. 

Report and certificate in F. D. No. 12353, Susquehanna River & 
Western Railroad Co. abandonment, permitting abandonment by the 
Susquehanna River & Western Railroad Co. of its entire line of rail- 
road in Perry county, Pa., approved. 

Report and order in F. D. No. 12389, Atlantic Coast Line Railroad 
Co. bonds, authorizing the Atlantic Coast Line Railroad Co. to procure 
the authentication and delivery of not exceeding $1,314,000 of general 
unified mortgage 50-year series A 4% per cent gold bonds to reimburse 
its treasury for expenditures made in retiring a like amount of first 
mortgage 5 per cent bonds of the Norfolk & Carolina Railroad Com- 
pany, approved. 


CARPETING TO THE SOUTH 


Southern railroads in defending proposals made by them 
as to rates on carpets, carpeting, linoleum, etc., in arguments 
on No. 28041, carpets and carpeting, official to southern terri- 
tory, and I. and S. No. 4467, carpeting, official territory to the 
south, contended that they were at a disadvantage in their 
competition with motor carriers, even at distances ranging as 
high as 800 and 1,000 miles. With a view to making competi- 
tion between themselves and the motor carriers more nearly 
equal, W. N. McGehee, speaking for the carriers in both official 
and southern territory, said the railroads had proposed a basis 
of all-rail rates giving them a difference of about 25 cents a 
hundred pounds to markets in southern states. Mr. McGehee 
contended also that the trucks by reason of a 15,000-pound 
minimum in comparison with a 30,000-pound rail minimum had 
an advantage over the railroads. According to Mr. McGehee, 
the railroads are determined to obtain some of the traffic and 
that they will continue to make proposed reductions that will 
result in their obtaining some of it. He said that the trucks had 
taken practically all the business. 


Others who took part in the argument were Henry Thur- 
tell, for water carriers maintaining joint rates with rail car- 
riers; Edgar Watkins, Jr., for the Southern Motor Carriers 
Rate Conference; and J. C. Hutcheson, Super Service Motor 
Freight Co., Nashville, Tenn. 

Mr. Watkins suggested that the railroads were asking the 
Commission to give them the linoleum traffic on a platter, 
and said that shippers took advantage of the cheapest rates 
so that if the Commission permitted lower rates by the rail- 
roads than by truck the traffic would go to the rails. Mr. 
Hutcheson denied there was justification for rates by railroad 
under those of the motor carriers. 





FISH MEAL CONCESSIONS FINE 


The Commission has been advised, according to a state- 
ment by Secretary Bartel, that Inter City By-Products Co. 
pleaded guilty to one count of an indictment in 10 counts 
charging it and Alexander Moyer, its secretary, with having 
accepted concessions on shipments of imported fish meal from 
Atlantic seaboard cities to Lorain, O., which had been falsely 
described as fish scrap, a product on which the fertilizer rate 
which is lower than the rate on fish meal is applicable. The 
company, according to the statement, was fined $1,500 and 
costs, which it paid, and the indictment as to Moyer was 
dismissed. 


REPARATION ORDERS 


Reparation orders have been issued in No. 17304 (sup- 
plemental), International Oil Co. et al. vs. Abilene & Southern 
et al.; No. 27963, Goldman Trading Corporation vs. Alton et al. 
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SIOUX CITY TERMINAL SWITCHING 


The Traffic World Washington Bureau 


Questioning the accuracy of factual statements of Examiner 
Chester N. Stiles and disagreeing with his views of the law, 
attorneys for packing and stockyard interests, in arguments in 
I. and S. No. 4419, Sioux City Terminal Railway switch- 
ing, asked the Commission to disregard his recommendations in 
that proceeding (see Traffic World, April 15, p. 831). P. F. 
Gault, speaking for the line-haul railroads, asked the Commis- 
sion to deny increased charges proposed by the terminal rail- 
way and issue no order which would result in increases in 
absorptions by them. 

The case is regarded as a guinea pig matter, initiated by 
the Commission in a suspension proceeding, which, ordinarily, 
would not attract more than local attention. It is regarded as a 
proposal by the Commission to change, in the matter of stat- 
ing charges for services to and from stock yards and packing 
plants, from the American table d’hote to the English or 
European a la carte method, rates to be separated, in termin- 
ology at least, between line-haul and terminal charges, with 
shippers paying charges for what, in the report are denomi- 
nated as transportation and non-transportation services and 
imposing on them the expense of cleaning cars so as to make 
them fit for the service for which they ordered them. The line- 
haul carriers’ primary interest was in the part of the charges 
they would have to absorb were the tariffs of the terminal 
company, allied with the stockyard interest, found justified. 

Joined with the suspension proceeding was No. 27899, 
Cudahy Packing Co. et al. vs. Sioux City Terminal et al. That, 
it was explained at the argument, an “as-if-and-when” com- 
plaint by the packing companies in which they assailed the in- 
creased charges proposed by the terminal railway; that is to 
say, if the increased charges are allowed to become effective, 
then and in that event the packers formally assail them as 
violative of the interstate commerce act. 


George P. Boyle, for the terminal railroad the proposed in- 
creased charges of which were under suspension, took up the 
burden of justifying the higher rates and assailed the view of the 
law, both regulatory and valuation, set forth in the report. 
The valuation on the property of the terminal, made by Com- 
mission men, differed from the valuation of the property made 
by the Commission itself. In connection with the valuation the 
Stiles report said 40 per cent of the value of the terminal’s 
five locomotives should be eliminated because two of the loco- 
motives were not needed. The report also said that about two- 
thirds of the tracks in one of the terminal’s yards were not 
needed and should not be regarded in considering the matter. 


“The proposed imposition of this revolutionary change in 
the manner of assessing the switching charges would make 
Sioux City unique and would drive business to other markets,” 
said Mr. Boyle in one of his exceptions to the Stiles report. 

Interrogatively Commissioner Porter suggested that if the 
Commission could require the Sioux City terminal to eliminate 
two engines and discard tracks in its yards it could do the same 
thing with the entire Pennsylvania railroad system and with 
every other system in the country. Mr. Boyle agreed with 
that suggestion. The elimination of the engines and tracks was 
suggested on the theory that they were not needed and that if 
the terminal eliminated parts of its property, required some of 
the packers to buy or lease tracks which the report assumed 
were being used by them without charge, it would make a 
return on its property without any increase in its charges. 


The terminal excepted to the examiner’s proposed finding 
that services were rendered by it for shippers without charge. 
It contended that all the services it rendered were transporta- 
tion services for which it made charges in accordance with its 
tariffs. It contended there was no such thing as non-transporta- 
tion services, as inferable from the examiner’s report which 
divided the services into “transportation” and ‘non-transporta- 
tion.” 


Every service by the switching company from the time it 
received a car from the line-haul carrier until it was returned 
to it with a load was a transportation service, whether the 
switching was for icing or cleaning, and part of the duty of a 
carrier to furnish a car suitable for the performance of the 
duty imposed on the carrier, the terminal company argued. 


The as-if-and-when complaint was based on the theory that 
if the charges proposed by the terminal company were found 
justified the complaining packers at Sioux City would be placed 
at a disadvantage in their competition with packers at other 
points. 


Opposition to the Stiles report from the packers was ex- 
pressed by Nuel D. Belnap, Cudahy Packing Co., who used 
the eating place metaphor; Paul E. Blanchard, Armour & Co.; 
R. D. Rynder, Swift & Co. W. H. Wagner, Hormel & Co., and 
others, was assigned time for argument but did not avail him- 
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self of it, the representatives of other packers having, in his 
view, covered the ground. 

E. S. Ballard, speaking for the General American Trans- 
portation Co., a car owner which leased cars to Swift & Co., 
made the point that that company could not be put in jeopardy 
as it had been by the examiner’s report, without notice such 
as had not been given, said he, in the Commission’s notice in- 
stituting this proceeding. In the ‘proposed report the examiner 
proposed that the terminal company collect a part of its charges 
from the private car line owning cars transported, while under 
lease to a shipper, to and from repair tracks. The terminal 
line excepted to that proposed finding pointing out that the car 
line was not a shipper and that it had no privity with the owner 
of the car such as existed between the terminal line and a 
shipper. In support of that proposition Mr. Ballard quoted 
the Rochester Telephone company case recently decided by 
the Supreme Court in which Justice Frankfurter wrote the 
opinion. He said he would file a petition for further hearing. 
A petition to that effect filed by the other parties to the case 
has been denied by the Commission without prejudice to its 
renewal after the submission of the case which was completed 
when these arguments were made. 


CITRUS FRUITS FROM FLORIDA 


A reasonable differential for the truck-water route, not 
less than 10 cents a box, will save the only surviving line 
operating direct water service from Florida to Baltimore de- 
clares the Merchants and Miners Transportation Co. in its 
brief in Interstate Commerce Commission No. 28181, citrus 
fruit from Florida to Baltimore, and cases joined with it, and 
Maritime Commission No. 510, of the same title. It is fur- 
ther declared that only a differential of that sort will satisfy 
the public policy declared by Congress and will assure success- 
ful future operation of both rail and water carriers. 

The proceeding, according to the boat line, had a twofold 
object: To develop the record on which the regulatory bodies 
might take such action as might be necessary to effectuate the 
declared public policy by the establishment of just and reason- 
able rates, etc., hereafter to be observed in the transportation 
of citrus fruit from Florida to Baltimore “thus preventing a 
rate war between the rail carriers and the water line’; and 
to determine whether and to what extent the Commission 
should continue fourth section relief to the railroads with re- 
spect to that transportation. 

The water line said that originally citrus fruit from Florida 
to north Atlantic ports was handled by water, being drayed to 
the Florida ports from the groves comparatively nearby, and 
the volume of movement to the north was small compared 
with the present volume of production and movement. Even 
after the construction railroads into Florida, the water routes, 
said the boat line, continued to be used with rail movement 
to Jacksonville, Fla., and Savannah, Ga., thence water service 
beyond. It said that not until the railroads provided refrig- 
erator cars that real impetus was given to the production of 


Florida citrus fruit. After that, it said the railroads enjoyed 
a virtual monopoly. 


Refrigerated steamship service, it pointed out, returned 
much of the traffic to the water lines; but that with the fourth 
section relief, here involved, the railroads regained so much 
of the traffic that now the only boat line maintaining regular 
service was the Merchants & Miners. The Merchants & Miners 
pointed out the error, as it said, of the Commission in handling 
this fourth section case under fourth section application No. 
16028. But, it said, it was not here to criticize or to complain 
on that score. It now prayed, it said, only that there should 
be a reasonable restoration of the rate relationship status ex- 
isting prior to the destructive competitive practices of the 
railroads following the decision in the fourth section applica- 
tion proceeding mentioned. 

The railroads, in their brief, submitted that the fourth sec- 
tion relief heretofore granted should not now be modified or 
changed by any requirement of a differential in favor of the 
truck-boat routes to Baltimore. On the contrary, they argued 
that all the north Atlantic ports should continue to be treated 
alike as heretofore. The railroads said they were not at this 
time seeking any affirmative action by the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission. They were asking merely for a contin- 
uation they said of the same fourth section relief which had 
previously been granted. They contended that this phase of 
the matter was an application for a modification to the extent 
of singling out Baltimore for special treatment of some sort as 
contrasted with all the other port cities. They pointed out 
that they had met the limitation of 12 cents a car-mile in 
making of rates on citrus fruits by a wide margin, saying that 
the car-mile to Baltimore was 20.3 cents; Philadelphia, 18.1 
cents; New York, 16.7 cents; and Boston, 17.2 cents. They 
said that the previous reports by the Commission plainly 
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showed that after repeated consideration of this entire sit- 
uation, it finally reached the definite conclusion that, having 
provided for rate equalization via the competing lines, it was 
left to the respective all-rail and truck-boat routes then to 
obtain for themselves so much of the citrus fruit traffic as 
they might be able. The boat line, they asserted, could cer- 
tainly have no just cause for complaint about such a condition. 


WANT BEER CUTS MADE OPERATIVE 


Anxious to obtain what they deem to be their share of the 
money paid for the service of Gambrinus, southwestern lines 
have asked the Commission to vacate its order in I. and S. No. 
4626, rates on beer and beverages and on empty containers 
between New Orleans and points in south Arkansas suspend- 
ing rates they propose to reduce to meet barge, barge-truck 
and truck competition. They do not ask discontinuance of the 
investigation part of the proceeding. 


The season of heavy movement will soon be at hand, they 
declare. The object of their petition, they assert, is to obtain 
authority from the Commission to put the suspended rates into 
effect pending a hearing, thus affording them an opportunity 
to get into competition in the handling of this traffic. In two 
recent proceedings, they pointed out, the Commission had 
vacated the order suspending the rates but continuing the in- 
vestigation as to the reasonableness and otherwise of the pro- 
posed reduced rates. They mentioned I. and S. No. 4601, com- 
modities between St. Louis district and Missouri, and I. and S. 
No. 4602, all-freight between St. Louis and Kansas City, but 
not the more recent vacations with respect to rates on ex-lake 
grain from Buffalo and rates on new automobiles. 

The instant case, the southwestern lines said, was not 
exactly parallel with the ones mentioned, but was largely 
similar for the reason that here the rail routes, the reduced 
rates of which were under suspension, were unable to complete 
with rates maintained by other carriers not subject to the Com- 
mission’s jurisdiction. They said the competition was with 
the River Terminals Corporaton, a subsidiary of Anderson- 
Clayton & Co., the New Orleans & Vicksburg Packet Co., Inc., 
with the beer distributors’ private trucks. The railroads called 
the attention of the Commission what they said was the fact, 
namely, that while the petition of the River Terminals Corpora- 
tion for suspension, the “unregulated boat line handling the 
preponderance of the tonnage,” was joined in by four truck 
lines, it was their information that the protesting truck lines 
did not handle beer from Camden, Ark., or returned empties 
to that point, and that their inclusion in the protest, they said, 
was not understood. They said that while the suspended rates 
included beverages the principal commodity, by far, consisted 
of beer and returned beer empties, hence it was confined to 
beer. 

Since the repeal of prohibition, the railroads said they had 
handled very little of the beer tonnage to southern Arkansas. 
They submitted figures indicating that the takings of the trucks 
and the boat line to southern Arkansas had risen in 1936 to 
the equivalent of 450 carloads of beer and 430 carloads of re- 
turned empties. Incomplete figures showed only 219 cars of 
beer in 1938 and 97 cars of empties. 

The southwestern lines called attention to the fact that 
they had reduced their rates on beer and containers from New 
Orleans to points in Texas and Louisiana and that in the re- 
sulting competition they had regained some traffic. The estab- 
lishment of such rates having proved successful in some degree, 
the southwestern lines said that in the interest of good man- 
agement of their properties, and with a view to better serving 
the public, they proposed the new reduced rates now under 
suspension. 

The rate on beer to Camden, in this effort to recapture 
traffic, is 20 cents and the rate proposed on returned empties 
is 17 cents, the minimum on beer being 40,000 and on empties, 
18,000 pounds. They said they understood the beer rate of the 
River Terminals Corporation was 20 cents on a minimum of 
24,000 pounds, and on empties 17 cents, any-quantity. 


NEW PLAN FOR M. & ST. L. 


A new plan for solution of the difficulties of the Minneap- 
olis & St. Louis, calling for dismemberment of the system 
between the Minneapolis & St. Louis Railway Co. and the 
Minneapolis & St. Louis Railroad Corporation, which are new 
corporations, ultimate abandonment of the lines west of Water- 
town, S. D., and rehabilitation by means of a loan of $5,000,000 
from the Reconstruction Finance Corporation, has been laid 
before the Commission in Finance No. 12414. The title of 
that application is, “in the matter of the application of the 
Minneapolis & St. Louis Railway Co. and the Minneapolis & 
St. Louis Railroad Corporation for authority to acquire and 
operate separately parts of the lines of railroad and other 
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properties now owned by the Minneapolis & St. Louis Railroad 
Co. and operated by its receiver; and, of the company for au- 
thority to assume obligations and issue securities in connec- 
tion with such acquisition; and of the corporation for authority 
to issue its securities in connection with such acquisition.” The 
corporation would be a subsidiary of the company. 

The proposal is for the company to acquire property in 
Minnesota, Iowa and Illinois, which might be called the main 
part of the railroad; and for the acquisition by the corpora- 
tion of property in Minnesota near Minneapolis and Iowa. 

The capitalization of the new company is to consist of the 
equipment trust notes as of December 31, 1938, $816,000; first 
mortgage 4 per cent bonds to be issued to the R. F. C. amount- 
ing to $5,000,000 for the contemplated loan of that amount, 
for twenty-five years; of that loan it is proposed to apply 
$2,022,000 to the purchase of the property of the old company; 
and $2,978,000 of the new money to be applied to improvements 
that have the approval of the R. F. C. 

Section of the property and some equipment of the pres- 
ent company it is proposed shall be conveyed to the new Min- 
neapolis & St. Louis Railroad Corporation. Second mortgage 
income bonds are to be issued to various creditors of the Min- 
neapolis and St. Louis Railroad Co. in payment of claims 
against that company aggregating $3,091,000, the bonds to be 
four per cent payable semi-annually; and capital stock of 150,000 
shares. 

The capitalization of the subsidiary corporation is to con- 
sist of an authorized issue of capital stock of 10,000 shares. 
The new corporation makes application, in the document filed 
with the Commission, for authority to issue the 10,000 shares 
of capital stock. 

The proposal of the new Minneapolis & St. Louis Rail- 
way Co. is to buy at foreclosure sale segments of the present 
system from Minneapolis, Minn., to Peoria, Ill., with appur- 
tenant branches; Albert Lea, Minn., to Des Moines, Ia.; Oska- 
loosa to Albia, Ia.; Oskaloosa to Tracy, Ia.; and Hopkins to 
Winthrop, Minn., together with the equipment of the Minne- 
apolis & St. Louis Railroad Co. subject to the equipment trusts 
and all other properties, except those to be acquired by the 
newly formed corporation. 

The newly formed corporation is to receive those parts 
of the present system extending from Winthrop, Minn., to 
Leola and Akaska, S. D., and from Winthrop, Minn., to Tara, 
Ia. The application shows, in two schedules, as to how the 
equipment is to be divided between the proposed two parts. 

The part of the property to be acquired by the Minneapolis 
& St. Louis Railway Co. has a valuation, as made by the Com- 
mission, of $43,656,133; and of the Minneapolis & St. Louis 
Railroad Corporation. of $13,176,635. The total main and branch 
line mileage of the new railway company will be about 968 
and of the new railroad corporation about 556. 

This application does not ask for authority to abandon 
lines, but says that a petition looking for abandonment has 
been filed with the court covering the lines from Watertown 
to Leola, S. D., and from Conde to Akaska, S. D., the lines 
of lightest traffic density. 

An argument stated in the application is that the new 
plan would put an end to the costly litigation about the 
property. 


EMERGENCY COAL RATE IN CHICAGO 


The Indiana Harbor Belt Railroad has asked the Commis- 
sion, in No. 19610, switching rates in the Chicago switching 
district, for authority to establish a reduced intrastate rate of 
$10.95 a car on coal from the stock piles of the Youngstown 
Sheet & Tube Co. to the Inland Steel Company’s plant in Indi- 
ana Harbor, Ind., so as to assure continuance of operation of 
the steel plant pending the resumption of normal coal move- 
ments. The two plants are about two-thirds of a mile apart, 
at Indiana Harbor, in the Chicago switching district. The 
rate established under the thirteenth section order in this case 
is 3.25 cents a hundred pounds for application to a one-line 
haul in the switching district. A rate of $10.95 a car, said the 
railroad’s petition, now applied on coal and other commodities 
between the coke plant of the Youngstown Sheet & Tube Co. 
where its coal storage piles are located and the steel plant of 
that company which are separated by the tracks of the Indi- 
ana Harbor Belt and in the movement of which the traffic 
would pass the Inland Steel Co.’s plant. 

The railroad’s application said that due to the coal strike 
the steel company had already been compelled to shut down 
one of its four blast furnaces and bank another, throwing a 
large number of men out of work. Failure of the steel com- 
pany to replenish its “fast-dwindling supplies from the stock 
piles of the adjacent Youngstown Steel & Tube Co. plant,” the 
railroad said would undoubtedly result, unless the coal strike 
was settled in the meantime, in forcing the steel company 
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wholly to suspend its present curtailed operations within a 
period of several weeks. 

The Commission in the eleventh supplemental report to No. 
19610, authorized the Indiana Harbor Belt to publish the desired 
rate, by exempting the coal in question from the order in that 
case. The modification was announced May 18, which was sev- 


eral days after the greater part of the coal strike had been 
settled. 


NEW YORK-NEW JERSEY PORT FIGHT 


Railroads named as defendants in No. 28204, State of New 
Jersey vs. Baltimore & Ohio et al., have been ordered by the 
Commission to furnish data not later than June 15, concerning 
so-called lighterage tonnage in the New York harbor district, 
together with allowances made by them and items of cost 
incurred by them in operating and lighters in New York har- 
bor. The data are for the calendar year 1938 except when 
another date or period is specified in the order. Tonnage is 
to be stated in net tons. 

There is to be a statement showing the tonnage of freight 
lightered by each defendant and the tonnage trucked by the 
defendant in lieu of lighterage. The figures are to be arranged 
so as to show a separation of tonnage as between eastbound 
and westbound; between import, export, coastwise and inter- 
coastal, on the one hand, and domestic, on the other; the ton- 
nage figures of the New York Central are to show the tonnage 
lightered or trucked to and from its terminals at Weehawken, 
N. J., 33d and 60th streets, Manhattan, separately. 

There is to be a statement of tonnage lightered for each 
defendant by outside lighterage concerns—that is, by lighter- 
age or towing companies, shippers or persons other than the 
defendant; a statement of freight lightered at New York har- 
bor other than tonnage reported in response to the order in 
the preceding paragraph, on which the defendant paid allow- 
ances or other forms of compensation to shippers, contractors 
or other persons; names of the parties to whom the allowances 
and other forms of compensation were paid and the rates by 
the ton so paid; points where the defendant transferred light- 
erage freight from railroad cars to lighters or barges and from 
lighters or barges to cars at its terminals in New York harbor. 

When such transfer services were performed by contrac- 
tors, the contractors are to be named and the rates of com- 
pensation are to be given. Each defendant is also to give the 
rates of compensation for crane-handled tonnage separately 
from rates of compensation for freight handled by other means. 
In instancse where the transfer work was performed directly 
by the defendant through use of its own employes the carrier 
is to submit copies of the monthly compilations of the costs or 
expenses thereof for the months of October, November and 
December, 1938, and furnish a statement of the tonnage so 
transferred for each of those months. 

Each defendant is to state as to its operations whether it, 
through use of its own employes, transfers freight between 
lighters or barges and steamships and steamship piers and also 
loads and unloads lighters or barges at locations other than 
at its terminals in New York harbor, and whether it employs 
contractors to perform the transfer service. If the reporting 
carrier employes contractors they are to be named and the 
rate or rates of compensation by the 100 pounds or by the 
ton are to be stated. 

The order asks what was the tonnage of freight afforded 
carfloat service by the defendant to or from each of its car- 
float stations at Manhattan and Brooklyn; the rate or rates 
of wages paid to defendant’s tug, steam lighter, barge and 
lighter crews in October, 1924, and October, 1938; also the 
wages of mates, captains, engineers, firemen, oilers, freight 
handlers, laborers, deck hands and barge and lighter captains 
or caretakers separately. Each carrier is also required to tell 
the price, by the gallon, barrel or ton paid for oil used for 
fuel on its tugs and self-propelled lighters at New York Harbor 
in the month of October, 1924 and 1938. Each defendant is 
also to tell what is the price by the ton paid by it for coal 
used as fuel in the Octobers of 1924 and 1938. A description 
of the marine equipment operated by the defendant at New 
York Harbor in October, 1938, is also requested. 

The last question is as to defendant’s divisions of joint 
rates in cents a 100 pounds on specified interlying carload 
traffic, effective January 2, 1939. 





N. H. BONDHOLDERS’ COMMITTEE 


Henry A. Wood, Jr., and O. A. Schlaikjer have asked the 
Commission for authority to serve as a protective committee 
for holders of New York, New Haven & Hartford Railroad 
Co., Harlem River-Port Chester first mortgage 4 per cent 50- 
year gold bonds, due May 1, 1954. The authority is requested 
in Finance No. 10992, New Haven reorganization case. 
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Loss and Damage Decisions 


Traffic Cases Recently Decided by State and Federal Courts 


(Digests taken from Reporters and Digests of National Reporter System, 
published by West Publishing Co., St. Paul, Minn. Copyright, 
1939, by West Publishing Co.) 
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LOSS OF OR INJURY TO GOODS 


(Court of Appeal of Louisiana. Orleans.) The consider- 
able discretion vested in the trial court in considering an 
application for new trial after default, judgment should not 
be interfered with, unless there has been an obvious mis- 
carriage of justice. (Surgi vs. McDonough Motor Express, 187 
Sou. Rep. 693.) 

In action by consignor against carrier for failure to pro- 
duce proof of delivery of goods shipped, where consignor’s 
petition justified suspicion that there had been delivery to 
consignee, and carrier’s failure to file an appearance in time 
to prevent a default judgment had been unintentional and due 
to a mistake, substantial justice required that consignor’s de- 
fault judgment be reversed and a new trial granted.—lIbid. 

In action by consignor against carrier, consignor need 
allege only carrier’s failure to produce proof of delivery of 
—. shipped and burden is upon carrier to show delivery. 
—Ibid. 

Under the Motor Carrier Act, consignor’s action for value 
of goods shipped based on failure of motor carrier to produce 
proof of delivery to consignee was maintainable against the 
initial carrier. Federal Motor Carrier Act 1935, Sec. 219, 49 
U. S. C.,A., Sec. 319.—Ibid. 
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Miscellaneous Decisions 
Cases Recently Decided by State and Federal Courts 


(Digests taken from Reporters and Digests of National Reporter System, 
published by West Publishing Co., St. Paul, Minn. Copyright, 
1939, by West Publishing Co.) 
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REGULATION OF COMMON CARRIERS 


(Supreme Court of Errors of Connecticut.) The rights and 
liabilities of parties to railroad company’s action for freight 
and refrigeration charges on interstate shipment are governed 
by federal laws respecting interstate commerce and terms of 
bill of lading as interpreted by federal tribunals. Interstate 
Commerce Act, 49 U. S. C. A., Sec. 1 et seq. (New York, N. H. 
& H. R. Co. vs. California Fruit Growers Exchange, 5 Atl. 
Rep. (2d) 353.) 


A railroad company may demand amount of freight charges 
on interstate shipment from consignee or collect from con- 
signor, if unable to collect from consignee, but cannot make 
collection or be held to estoppel, and delivery of goods without 
collecting such charges is not release or waiver of liability 
of any party. Interstate Commerce Act, 49 U. S. C. A., Sec. 1 
et seq.—lIbid. 


The consignor is primarily liable for freight charges, even 
where bill of lading contains provision imposing liability there- 
for on consignee.—Ibid. 

A consignee receiving goods becomes legally bound to pay 
freight charges, and mere direction in delivery order to collect 
them from another is insufficient to substitute latter’s obliga- 
tion for that of consignee.—lIbid. 

A carrier cannot release shipper, assuming obligation to 
pay freight charges, from liability therefor by contract.—Ibid. 

A carrier cannot be estopped or precluded by any act or 
omission thereof, except running of statute of limitations, from 
enforcing payment of full amount of freight charges by person 
liable therefor.—Ibid. 

Ordinarily, person from whom goods are received by car- 
rier for shipment assumes obligation to pay freight charges, 
and such obligation is ordinarily primary one, though bill of 
lading contains provision imposing liability on consignee.—Ibid. 

Delivery of goods to carrier for shipment does not impose 
on shipper absolute obligation to pay freight charges under 
Interstate Commerce Act. Interstate Commerce Act, 49 U. S. 
C. A., Sec. 1 et seq.—Ibid. 

Affirmance of state court’s judgment by United States 
Supreme Court is not inferable from latter’s denial of writ of 
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certiorari, as such action imports no expression of opinion on 
merits of case.—Ibid. 

A railroad company, transporting interstate shipment of 
oranges, consigned to shipper and latter’s agent, under uniform 
straight bill of lading providing for payment of freight and 
other charges by owner or consignee, may recover freight re- 
frigeration charges from shipper, where it was unable to col- 
lect them from corporation, to which shipment was delivered 
on such agent’s order without first collecting such charges as 
directed by such order, and shipper did not sign non-recourse 
clause in bill. Interstate Commerce Act, 49 U. S. C. A., Sec. 1 
et seq.—lIbid. 

A contract for interstate shipment of goods does not im- 
pliedly entitle shipper, particularly consignor, to control and 
condition delivery thereof by carrier on payment of freight and 
refrigeration charges, nor impliedly obligate carrier to comply 
with such condition in order to recover such charges from 
shipper. Interstate Commerce Act, 49 U. S. C. A., Sec. 1 et 
seq.—Ibid. 

As uniform bill of lading, prescribed by Interstate Com- 
merce Commission, expressly accords shipper privilege of ab- 
solving himself from liability for freight charges by executing 
nonrecourse clause, it excludes implication of right to attain 
same object in different way, as by ordering carrier to deliver 
goods to another than shipper, named in bill as consignee, on 
payment of such charges. Interstate Commerce Act, 49 U. S. 
C. A., Sec. 1 et seq.—lIbid. 

Instances of individual hardship cannot change policy, em- 
bodied by Congress in Interstate Commerce Act, to secure uni- 
formity in transportation charges. Interstate Commerce Act, 
49 U. S. C. A., Sec. 1 et seq.—lIbid. 

The aim of Interstate Commerce Act was to secure for 
every shipper of goods in interstate commerce absolute equality 
of reasonable rates, uniform in application, without discrimina- 
tion or preference, and railroad and shipper are bound inex- 
orably to follow published rate. Interstate Commerce Act, 
49 U. S. C. A., Sec. 1 et seq.—Ibid. 

In action by railroad company for freight and refrigera- 
tion charges on interstate shipment of oranges, defendant ship- 
per cannot recoup amount of such charges as damages for 
plaintiff's conversion of shipment by delivery thereof to cor- 
poration designated in defendant’s delivery order without col- 
lecting such charges as directed by such order. Interstate 
Commerce Act, 49 U. S. C. A., Sec. 1 et seq.—Ibid. 





(District Court, S. D. Illinois, S. D.) The provisions of 
Illinois statute providing for payment of license fees on vehicles 
designed and used for carrying freight or more than seven 
passengers, graduated from $10 to $250 according to weight, are 
fair and reasonable, and enforcement thereof does not violate 
commerce, equal protection or due process clauses of Federal 
Constitution. Smith-Hurd Stat. Ill. c. 95%, Sec. 9; U. S. C. A. 
Const., art 1, Sec. 8, cl. 3 and Amend. 14. (Brashear Freight 
Lines, Inc., vs. Hughes, 26 Fed. Sup. 908.) 

The provisions of Illinois statute providing for reciprocity 
in enforcement of provisions for graduated license taxes on 
motor vehicles designed and used for carrying freight or more 
than seven passengers, as applied to nonresident owners, are 
fair and reasonable and enforcement thereof does not violate 
commerce, equal protection or due process clauses of Federal 
Constitution. Smith-Hurd Stats. Ill. c. 95%, Sec. 22; U. S. 
C. A. Const., art 1, Sec. 8, cl. 3 and Amend. 14.—Ibid. 

Provisions of Illinois statute requiring owners of motor 
vehicles designed and used for carrying freight or more than 
seven passengers, operating within state, to file bond with 
Secretary of State conditioned on payment to state of moneys 
becoming due by reason of operation in state and appointing 
Secretary of State as attorney to accept service of process in 
actions on bond were not superseded by Federal Motor Carrier 
Act of 1935. Smith-Hurd Stats. Ill. c. 95%, Secs. 10b, 10c; 
Motor Carrier Act 1935, 49 U. S. C. A., Secs. 301-327.—Ibid. 

Provisions of Illinois statute requiring owners of motor 
vehicles designed and used for carrying freight or more than 
seven passengers, operating within state, to file bond condi- 
tioned on payment to state of moneys becoming due by reason 
of operation in state and appointing Secretary -of State as 
attorney to accept service of process in actions on bond, are 
fair and reasonable and enforcement thereof against persons 
engaged in intrastate or interstate commerce does not violate 
commerce, equal protection or due process clauses of Federal 
Constitution. Smith-Hurd Stats. Ill. c. 95%, Secs. 10b, 10c; 
U. S. C. A. Const. art. 1, Sec. 8, cl. 3 and Amend. 14.—Ibid. 

Provisions of Illinois statute requiring motor carriers to 
file sworn statement of ability to pay damages resulting from 
accidents or bond guaranteeing payment of such damages and 
regulating hours of duty of operators have not been super- 
seded by Federal Motor Carrier Act of 1935. Smith-Hurd 
Stats. Ill. c. 111 2/3, Secs. 57-59a; Motor Carrier Act of 1935, 
49 U. S. C. A., Secs. 301-327.— Ibid. 
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Provisions of Illinois statute requiring motor carriers to 
file sworn statement of ability to pay damages resulting from 
accidents or bond guaranteeing payment of such damages and 
regulating hours of duty of operators are fair and reasonable 
and enforcement theerof does not violate commerce, equal pro- 
tection or due process clauses of Federal Constitution. Smith- 
Hurd Stats. Ill. c. 111 2/3, Secs. 57-59a; U. S. C. A. Const., 
art. 1, Sec. 8, cl. 3 and Amend. 14.—Ibid. 

Federal District Court had jurisdiction of suit to enjoin 
enforcement of Illinois statutes relating to motor vehicles in- 
cluding provisions for payment of license taxes where more 
than $3,000 was fairly involved in controversy and issues in- 
volving validity of statutes when tested by Federal Constitu- 
tion. Smith-Hurd Stats. Ill. c. 95%, Secs. 9, 10b, 10c, 22, c. 
111 2/3, Secs. 57-59a, U. S. C. A. Const., art. 1, Sec. 8, cl. 3 
and Amend. 14.—Ibid. 





ELKINS ACT FINES, ETC. 

The Commission has been advised that at Boston, Mass., 
Clifton C. Simmons has entered pleas of guilty to nine indict- 
ments which charge him with having conspired with eleven 
receivers of juice grapes at Boston to file false claims with 
the carriers for alleged damage to shipments of grapes con- 
signed to those individuals, says a statement by Secretary 
Bartel. The court imposed a suspended sentence of one year 
imprisonment. 

In each of the nine cases the defendants, other than Sim- 
mons, were charged with having committed the substantive 
offense of soliciting rebates in violation of section 1 of the 
Elkins act by means of false claims, in addition to the offense 
of conspiracy. 

The indictments so far as they involved the other de- 
fendants, said the secretary, were disposed of prior to the 
entrance of the pleas of guilty by Simmons, and the fines which 
those other defendants paid aggregated $4,500. Several of 
them also received suspended sentences of imprisonment. The 
false claims which formed the basis of these indictments were 
supported, said the statement, by false inspection reports which 
Simmons, a former inspector of the Trunk Line Inspection 
Bureau, had made at the time of his inspection of the ship- 
ments in question. 


The Commission has been advised, according to a state- 
ment by Secretary Bartel, that a grand jury for the northern 
att of Texas at Dallas has returned three indictments as 
ollows: 


Indictment in 10 counts charging John B. Pruden and 
E. A. O’Donnell with violations of section 1 of the Elkins act 
with respect to the transportation of cotton from Lubbock, 
Tex., to St. Louis Mo. 

An indictment in 10 counts charging the Fort Worth & 
Denver City Railway Co with violations of Section 1 of the 
Elkins act in granting concessions in respect to the shipments 
mentioned in the first indictment. 


An indictment in one count charging conspiracy to com- 
mit offenses in violations of section 1 of the Elkins act against 
the following defendants: W. F. Knobeloch, traffic manager, 
Cotton Belt, St. Louis, Mo.; J. J. O’Conner, commercial agent, 
Cotton Belt, St. Louis, Mo.; E. M. Vernon, general agent, Cot- 
ton Belt, Amarillo, Tex.; R. C. Hatfield, traffic representative, 
Cotton Belt, Fort Worth, Tex.; C. S. Edmonds, general freight 
agent, Fort Worth & Denver City, Fort Worth, Tex.; E. C. 
Kuykendall, general agent, Fort Worth & Denver City, Lub- 
bock, Tex.; R. E. Stroup, local freight agent, Fort Worth & 
Denver City, Lubbock, Tex., and John B. Pruden. 


The substance of the offenses charged in the indictments, 
said the statement was the shipment of cotton from Lubbock, 
Tex., to St. Louis, Mo., described as “cotton regins,” thereby 
obtaining a rate of 56 cents a 100 pounds in contrast to the 
higher rate applicable on cotton. This matter was investigated 
by the Bureau of Inquiry of the Commission and submitted 
by the Commission to the United States Attorney for prose- 
cution. 


ADMINISTRATIVE COURT BILL 
Subcommittees of the judiciary committees of the Senate 
and House have under consideration bills to establish a ‘United 
States Court of Appeals for Administration, to receive, decide 
and expedite appeals from federal commissions, administrative 
authorities and tribunals, in which the United States is a 
party or has an interest.” The jurisdiction of the court would 
extend to all the final orders and decisions of the Commission, 
and of the Maritime Commission, except as to orders for pay- 
ment of money and other government agencies. 

Bills under consideration are S. 916 and H. R. 6198, intro- 
duced by Senator Logan, of Kentucky, and Representative 
Walter, of Pennsylvania. The subcommittees are understood 
to have substantially agreed on proposed drafts of bills. 
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PROPOSED TRANSPORTATION ACT 


The Traffic World Washington Bureau 


Chairman Wheeler, of the Senate interstate commerce 
committee, favorably reported S. 2009 to the Senate May 16. 


The National Rivers and Harbors Congress issued a state- 
ment attacking the bill and announcing that an effort would 
be made in the Senate to have the measure recommitted to the 
committee. It objected to regulation of water carriers by the 
Commission. 


The Senate committee report said the bill represented a 
sound, realistic and carefully considered approach to the solu- 
tion of one of the most grave problems that confronted the 
people and the Congress of the United States. Continuing, the 
report, in part, said: 


The importance of a sound transportation system is recognized by 
all. It is likewise apparent to even the unobserving that this nation 
cannot enjoy a sound transportation system if its most important car- 
rier faces ruin and chaos. With one-third of the railroad mileage al- 
ready in bankruptcy or receivership courts and with another third tot- 
tering on the verge of bankruptcy, action must be taken to preserve 
not only the railroads but the entire transportation system of this coun- 
> 


It is intended that the act will be construed in the light of the 
declaration of policy—‘‘It is hereby declared to be the national trans- 
portation policy of the Congress to provide for fair and impartial regu- 
lation of all modes of transportation subject to the provisions of this 
act, so administered as to recognize and preserve the inherent advan- 
tages of each; to promote safe, adequate, economical, and efficient serv- 
ice and foster sound economic conditions in transportation and among 
the several carriers; to encourage the establishment and maintenance 
of reasonable charges for transportation services, without unjust dis- 
criminations, undue preferences or advantages, or unfair or destructive 
competitive practices; and to encourage fair wages and equitable work- 
ing conditions established through collective bargaining: all to the end 
of insuring the development and preservation of a national transporta- 
tion system adequate at all times to meet most economically and effi- 
ciently the full needs of the commerce of the United States, of the 
Postal Service, and of the national defense.” 


Meritorious objections have been overcome. Suggestions which clar- 
ify have been adopted. The rate-making rule has been amended to 
expressly provide adequate safeguards for the public and at the same 
time the Commission is directed in prescribing a rate to consider only 
the particular carrier for which the rate is prescribed. That is, in 
prescribing a rate for water carriers the Commission will not consider 
the effect of that rate on either rail or motor carriers. 


Enactment of the bill, S. 2009, should mean expedited and much 
more speedy consideration by the Interstate Commerce Commission of 
the matters that come before it. 


No National Policy 


For many years it has been the view of keen students of the trans- 
portation problem that there has been no consistent national policy 
with respect thereto. One reason urged in support of that view is that 
while the principal haulers of traffic and passengers, the railroads, have 
long been strictly regulated—as have, since 1935, motortrucks and 
busses engaged in interstate transportation—other forms of transpor- 
tation are developed at public expense and without supervisory regu- 
lation. The net result of such a policy is inequality between various 
forms of transportation. As has been so often said, in 1887, when the 
original act to regulate commerce was passed, directed to correct 
abuses by railroads, the railroads had a monopoly on transportation. 
In later years competing forms of transportation have developed with 
such rapidity that no one now urges that there is any such monopoly. 
The railroads at first refused to treat these competing forms of trans- 
portation, particularly by motor, seriously, and it was not until after 
much of their traffic and many of their passengers had been lured 
away that the railroads took drastic steps to recover the lost business. 
The sum and substance of the matter is that at the present time there 
is a plethora of transportation facilities, and under these circumstances 
it becomes apparent that some tribunal must be empowered with the 
authority to determine into what particular niche each form of trans- 
portation is best fitted, and to discourage other forms of transportation 
from entering therein. S. 2009 seeks to do this. It has also been urged, 
and it seems sound, that there is no equality in treatment when the 
railroads, and lately the motor vehicles, are strictly regulated, and 


other forms of transportation are regulated, if at all, to a much lesser 
extent. 


The alternative is to greatly lessen the regulation with respect to 
railroads and motor vehicles or to increase regulation on other forms 
of transportation. It may be safely said that neither the strictly regu- 
lated railroads nor the motor-carrier operators favor the elimination of 
all regulation. Consequently the remaining remedy is to so extend 
regulation to competing forms of transportation, other than air, which 
only recently was placed under the Civil Aeronautics Authority, and 
retaining to each such lawful advantages as are inherent therein, so 
as to, as nearly as possible, equalize them and put them on a common 
footing, at least from a regulation standpoint. This is not for the pur- 
pose of favoring one form of transportation over another or seeking to 
put any form of transportation out of business; it is, as stated, simply 
to put them all on a common basis or common starting point in their 
sharp struggle for business. S. 2009 seeks to do this also. If one or 
more forms of transportation cannot survive under equality of regula- 
tion, they are not entitled to survive. This is not railroad philosophy; 
it is transportation philosophy. The problem is not a railroad problem, 
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but is, as the Interstate Commerce Commission has said, a transporta- 
tion problem. 


Fourth Section 


During the Seventy-fourth and Seventy-fifth Congresses the Senate 
Committee on Interstate Commerce conducted extensive hearings on the 
proposed repeal of the long-and-short-haul clause of section 4 of the 
Interstate Commerce Act. Various opponents declared that its repeal 
would mean destruction of water carriers by the railroads. During the 
hearings on S. 2009 it was admitted by opponents of the bill that rail- 
roads free from any regulation could destroy or seriously impair the 
business of its competitors. It is necessary then to regulate rail car- 
riers to insure a sound transportation system for this nation. And the 
position taken by water carriers that railroads must be regulated, and 
they should not, though they compete on rights-of-way improved and 
largely maintained by public funds, is wholly inconsistent and com- 
pletely untenable. 

During the Seventy-fourth Congress the Senate Committee on In- 
terstate Commerce conducted extensive public hearings on a bill regu- 
lating water carriers. In the Seventy-fifth Congress the same water 
carrier regulation bill was introduced and for the second time the 
Senate committee authorized a favorable report. The language appli- 
cable to water carriers in the bill, S. 2009, has been largely taken from 
this previously considered legislation. The Congress has considered 
water regulation since 1935, the President recommended enactment of 
such legislation during the year of 1935 and the Congress has considered 
such legisiation since 1935. Twice have hearings been held, but yet its 
opponents are heard to say, ‘‘that the Congress has not had time to 
study water regulation legislation.’’ 

This bill states, in section 1, a declaration of policy in the light of 
which it is to be administered. It imposes upon the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission the duty of regulating all common carriers, includ- 
ing those by railroad, by water, by motor vehicle, by pipe line, and ex- 
press companies and sleeping-car companies, engaged in transportation 
subject to the Interstate Commerce Act. The Interstate Commerce 
Commission is also given jurisdiction over contract carriers by water 
and by motor vehicle, as well as of brokers engaged in the service of 
arranging any transportation subject to the act, excluding, of course, 
employes of the carriers. The present provisions of the Interstate Com- 
merce Act have been redrafted in what is considered a more logical 
and orderly manner so as to apply to the newly regulated carriers, sav- 
ing so far as possible the existing language so that full advantage may 
be taken of the many interpretations, both judicial and administrative, 
which have been put upon the respective sections. The long-and-short- 
haul clause amended only to provide an expedited procedure satisfactory 
to leading opponents of long-and-short-haul repeal, has been retained 
and made applicable to other forms of transportation; the Commission 
is directed to inquire into the management of various forms of trans- 
portation and is given full access to records, accounts, etc., to enable 
it to execute and enforce the provisions of the act; the safety require- 
ment of the act both with respect to railroad and motor-vehicle employes 
and operations have been retained. Important, too, is the direction im- 
posed upon a transportation board, of temporary nature, to study the 
question of whether one form of transportation is subsidized as against 
another by grants of public funds or donations of public property. 

For the first time, also, the rights of employes are specifically rec- 
ognized, both in the declaration of policy and in the substantive provi- 
sions of the law for it is provided by section 25 (3) of the bill that 
“representatives of employes of a carrier duly designated as such for 
the purpose of collective bargaining as to wages, hours, and other 
conditions of employment may intervene and shall be heard in any 
proceeding under this act affecting such employes.”’ 

This réquires the Commission to hear such employe representatives 
in cases of proposed consolidations, mergers, or other forms of unifica- 
tion of properties, as well as in cases where railroads subject to the 
act are seeking to abandon branch or other lines. This is important 
progress in regulatory legislation. Prohibitions in the present act 
against unjust and unreasonable rates and fares, forbidding undue 
prejudices and unjust discriminations have been retained and broadened. 
The commodities clause, forbidding a carrier by railroad to transport 
any article or commodity in which it has an interest direct or indi- 
rect, with certain exceptions not very material, has been retained. The 
Commission’s authority to prescribe through routes and fix joint rates 
and the divisions thereof, is preserved and broadened and its complete 
authority with respect to filing of tariffs and schedules by common car- 
riers and by contract carriers, and the rejection thereof, is brought 
forward into this bill. The provisions for free passes and reduced rates 
on government property are not disturbed. Executive officers of em- 
ploye organizations are under certain circumstances brought within 
the class of persons entitled to free passes. Combinations to prevent 
continuous carriage of freight are prohibited. Commission authority 
is also required for the issuance of securities, for the pooling of traffic, 
and for almost any form of unification, consolidation, or merger. The 
Commission’s authority to prescribe maximum and minimum rates is 
extended so as to enable it to prescribe minimum rates for all forms 
of transportation, including water carriers. The Commission’s authority 
to suspend and investigate proposed increased rates, applicable to rail 
and motor carriers, has been broadened to include other forms of trans- 
portation, and has been made applicable to reductions as well as in- 
creases. In this way, it is expected rate wars may be reached in their 
inception. 


Various Provisions 


This bill also brings forth, and in many respects strengthens, pres- 
ent provisions of the law respecting the furnishing of adequate car serv- 
ice, and facilities for interchange of traffic; preserves the shipper’s right 
to route his traffic and provides for paying of allowances to any shipper 
supplying a part of the transportation service it fs the carrier’s duty to 
furnish, punishes a carrier for unauthorized disclosure of information 
relating to shipments committed to its custody; preserves and broadens 
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the carrier's liability for loss and damage to shipments; continues and 
extends the Commission's authority to award damages for violations of 
the act, and, analogous to one of the recommendations of the Committee 
of Six, shortens the period within which claims for such damages must 
be filed; authorizes the Commission to fix charges for depreciation by 
carriers and forbids any other such charges; retains the present set-up 
and arrangement for selection of members of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission; authorizes the Commission to create divisions of its mem- 
bers, assign work thereto, as well as to assign duties to boards of em- 
ployes of the Commission and to individual Commissioners; retains the 
present joint-board procedure in motor-carrier’ cases, and, carrying out 
a recommendation in the Commission’s last annual report to Congress, 
authorizes the Commission to pay the subsistence and travel expenses 
of members of state commissions sitting with the Interstate Commerce 
Commission in cooperative proceedings under the act. The bill further 
provides for the reporting by the Commission, with appropriate findings, 
of its decisions, and makes provision for review thereof. Despite the 
insistence of the rail carriers, and of the recommendation of the Com- 
mittee of Six, it makes no change in the rate-making rule now con- 
tained in section 15a of the Interstate Commerce Act, except broadening 
it to apply to all carriers. Section 15a is now applicable only to rail 
carriers. 

The Commission’s authority to deal with intrastate rates which un- 
duly discriminate against interstate commerce has not been changed; 
that is such authority has not been extended to the rates of motor car- 
riers or water carriers. The valuation section of the act has been pre- 
served, as have the sections relating to licenses for brokers, for transfer, 
suspension, or revocation of licenses, permits, and certificates previously 
granted by the Commission. The bill, for the first time, imposes upon 
water carriers the duty of securing certificates of convenience and ne- 
cessity before commencing new operations and this section applies to 
both common carriers and contract carriers. The act punishes attempts 
to bribe agents of carriers in an effort to secure preferential treatment 
by shippers, and repeals the Hoch-Smith resolution of 1925, long ad- 
vocated by the Commission. Penalties provided by the act have to 
some extent been lessened, the thought being that a penalty provided 
for a large railroad corporation would be unreasonable when applied 
to a violation by a small motor-truck operator. Another important ad- 
dition to the act authorizes the Commission when it appears that do- 
mestic water carriers are unduly discriminated against by practices of 
foreign water carriers, to relieve such domestic carriers from such un- 
fair competition by granting relief from the act’s requirements to the 
extent the Commission finds it necessary. A through-routes provision 
long advocated by the Commission Has been inserted. The Commission 
also is authorized in cases where general rate increases are allowed, to 
pool the revenues resulting therefrom and prevent rich roads from 
sharing therein. Certain limited jurisdiction over companies furnishing 


private cars to railroads and over forwarding companies is for the first 
time conferred on the Commission. 


Early consideration by the Senate of.S. 2009 was forecast 
May 17 when Senator Barkley, Democratic leader, said it would 
be taken up shortly. He did not know whether it would be 
reached this week, however. Senator Clark, of Missouri, said 
that there were provisions in the bill which should be con- 
sidered by the commerce committee because they related to 
water carriers. Plans were under way to move to refer those 
provisions to that committee. 


Shipstead Minority Report 


Senator Shipstead, of Minnesota, filed a minority report 
on S. 2009, contending that regulation of transportation in any 
form or by any tribunal operated to increase the cost of serv- 
ice to the public, and that while the need for regulation of the 
railroads had been proved, there was no showing of any need 
to regulate water carriers and other modes of transportation 
for the protection of the public interest or for the purpose 
of reducing the cost of transportation to the producers and 
consumers of the nation. 


“Has demand for regulation of water carriers come from 
the farmers?” asked Mr. Shipstead. “Positively no. Has it 
come from the consumers? Positively no. Has it come from 
commercial organizations? Positively no. Has it come from 
processors or distributors? Positively no. Where has the de- 
mand for regulation come from? It comes from the railroads. 
Railroad management wants to increase the railroad earnings 
for the benefit of the holders of their stocks and bonds. This 
is the sole purpose of the bill.” 


Senator Shipstead contended further that the bill would 
not help railroad labor which he said like all other labor was 
sorely in need of a general increase in business activity in all 
directions to increase employment. 


“This needed increase in business cannot be stimulated 
by raising the cost of transportation nor by the elimination 
of water carriers which should be used more extensively in 
an effort to expand industry and increase the volume of traffic 
for all modes of transportation,” said he. 


Senator Shipstead said the water highways of the nation 
had been improved at public expense for the sole purpose of 
providing arteries of commerce over which transportation and 
distribution might be had at low cost. Regulation and the fix- 
ing of minimum rates, said he, would increase the cost of dis- 
tribution materially, and that increased cost would be paid 
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largely by the farmers. Regulation as provided in the bill, 
he contended, would “stifle, retard and possibly prevent” the 
construction of special equipment to transport traffic on the 
Mississippi River system. 

Notwithstanding fervent representations by the proponents 
of the bill to the contrary, said he, the bill was designed to 
hold the rate levels of the water carriers and the motor car- 
riers to the railroad rate levels or substantially so. 

“The bill was prepared and presented by railroad lawyers,” 
said he. 

Senator Shipstead criticized the “attempt” to codify and 
rewrite “the whole body of federal regulatory transportation 
law” and said its enactment would result in uncertainty and 
prolonged litigation to determine its meaning. 

S. 2009, said he, was a new departure in legislation in 
that, under the specious plea of ‘equality of regulation,’’ it 
sought to force water carriers and other modes of transporta- 
tion to increase rates to the level of rail rates or substantially 
to hat level and maintain them there. 

“The whole purpose of the bill is to protect the holders 
of railroad securities,” said he. 


R. R. CAPITAL REDUCTION 


The Commission’s Bureau of Finance has made a compila- 
tion showing changes in capitalization, debt and fixed charges 
on the plans of reorganization approved by the Commission or 
proposed by examiners for railroads in reorganization proceed- 
ings before the Commission. The figures pertain to eighteen 
railroads. Plans for reorganization of eleven of them have 
been approved by the Commission. The capitalization figures 
pertaining to the others are those carried in the examiners’ 
proposed reports. 

Capitalization before reorganization for the eighteen as 
a unit is shown as $2,048,105,049, consisting of $1,462,013,603 
of long term debt; and $586,091,446 of stock having a par value 
and 1,474,520 shares of no par common stock. 

The capitalization approved or recommended totals $1,- 
157,512,533, composed of $752,779,851 of long term debt, $404,- 
732,682 of stock, and 6,191,032 shares of no par common stock. 
Those figures show a reduction in long-term debt of $709,233,752 
and a reduction in stock of $181,358,764 and an increase in no 
par common stock of 4,716,512. 

The compilation shows debts other than long term before 
reorganization of $1,786,630,178 and $752,779,851 after reorgani- 
zation. 

Annual fixed charges before reorganization were $60,- 
580,328 and after reorganization, $18,168,159. 

The railroads covered by the compilation as to which the 
Commission has made reorganization reports fixing the new 
capitalization are the Akron, Canton & Youngstown; Chicago 
& Eastern Illinois; Chicago Great Western; Chicago, South 
Shore & South Bend; Copper Range; Kansas City, Kaw Valley 
& Western; Louisiana & North West; Reader; Savannah & 
Atlanta, Spokane International; and Western Pacific. 

The railroads covered by the compilation as to which ex- 
aminers’ proposed reports have been issued are the Alabama, 
Tennessee & Northern; Chicago, Indianapolis & Louisville; Chi- 
cago, Milwaukee, St. Paul & Pacific; Denver & Rio Grande 
Western; Missouri Pacific; Oregon, Pacific & Eastern; and St. 
Louis Southwestern. 


LOANS TO RAILROADS 


President Roosevelt said at his press conference May 19 
that he had heard nothing of a plan to take one billion, five 
hundred million dollars from the Treasury’s stabilization fund 
for loans to railroads for equipment and improvements and 
to other industries. Asked if a plan was being discussed to 
aid railroads to buy equipment, he said there was no definite 
plan but that the subject was under discussion right along. 





REVENUE TRAFFIC STATISTICS 

The Commission has issued its statement, No. M-220, show- 
ing revenue traffic statistics of Class I steam railroads in the 
United States, exclusive of switching and terminal companies, 
for February, 1939 and 1938, and the two months ended with 
February, 1939 and 1938. 

Freight revenue totaled $224,505,130 in February this year 
as compared with $198,033,221 in February last year, and 
$471,001,193 in the two months ended with February this year 
as compared with $416,054,881 in the corresponding period of 
1938. Passenger revenue totaled $30,212,251 in February com- 
pared with $31,234,949 in February, 1938, and $64,961,159 in 
the two months ended with February compared with $68,645,404 
in the two months ended with February, 1938. Revenue tons 
carried amounted to 111,176,926 in February as compared with 
98,098,677 in February last year, and 231,405,814 in the two 
months ended with February this year as compared with 
207,366,988 tons in the corresponding period of 1938. 


May 20, 1939 


RAIL REORGANIZATION BILLS 


The Traffic World Washington Bureau 


A revision of S. 1869, the Wheeler-Truman railroad reor- 
ganization bill, was approved by the Senate interstate com- 
merce committee at a brief session the afternoon of May 12. 

The bill as approved creates a reorganization court of five 
members, consisting of a chief judge and four associate judges 
to be appointed by the President and confirmed by the Senate. 
The judges shall have the rank and compensation of circuit 
ae. As introduced the bill provided for a court of three 
judges. 

___ Important changes were made in the part of the bill pro- 
viding for standards with which reorganization plans must 
conform. In section 9, amending section 77 of the federal 
bankruptcy act, it is provided that no plan shall be approved 
if it appears on substantial evidence that in the light of the 
earnings experience of the property included in the assets of 
the reorganized company and of such changes as may be rea- 
sonably expected, the expectable future average annual net 
railway operating income of any railway operating property 
so included, plus the expectable future average annual net 
earnings from other sources, if any, would be insufficient to 
provide some net earnings applicable to, though not necessarily 
distributable to every class of securities of the reorganized 
company under such plan, other than options or warrants to 
receive or subscribe for securities of the reorganized company. 
“Net railway operating income” was used in the revision 
whereas “earnings” was used in the bill as introduced. This 
was criticized in the hearings on the ground that “earnings” 
needed to be defined as to what was meant. 
ie _ committee substituted the following for (3) of sec- 
ion 9: 

“For the purposes of this section, it shall be rebuttable 
presumption that the expectable future average annual net 
railway operating income of any railway operating property 
will not exceed the annual average thereof during the twelve 
calendar years preceding the date of the close of hearings by 
the Commission on any matter to which such presumption may 
be relevant; Provided, that there shall be no presumption that 
the expectable future average annual net railway operating 
income will equal such past average.” 

The committee in the above paragraph substituted twelve 
years for six years and used net railway operating income 
instead of “earnings.” 

__ This is the part of the bill which was subjected to substan- 
tial criticism because of the six-year provision. It was charged 
that, to use six years, would mean the capitalization of reor- 
ganized roads on the basis of depression earnings, and that this 
would cause drastic reductions in capital structures. 

__ It must also be found, under the revised bill, that there 
will be adequate coverage, “at all times” of fixed charges, the 
quoted words being new. 

The committee eliminated language in paragraph (4) of 
section 9 which it was held would have brought thereunder 
plans for adjustment of debt and interest as will be dealt with 
under the Chandler bill if it becomes law. 


Chandler Bill Hearings 


Hearings on the Chandler bill, H. R. 5407, enabling rail- 
roads in financial difficulties to work out plans for postpone- 
ment of payment of interest and maturities, were concluded be- 
fore the Senate interstate commerce committee the afternoon 
of May 12 with Chairman Wheeler taking the position that the 
bill should be treated as an emergency one that should be lim- 
ited to the Baltimore & Ohio and the Lehigh Valley. 

Leslie Craven, for the Security Owners’ Association, con- 
cluding his testimony, said his clients relied on the Commission 
to prevent abuse of the bill. He thought the present language 
adequate for that purpose but agreed that if it were necessary 
it should be made plain that the Commission would have that 
power. 

Senator Wheeler declared he was not going to be a party 
to permitting railroad reorganizations to go through in a slip- 
shod manner. 

When Senator Neely, of West Virginia, inquired what roads 
other than the Baltimore & Ohio and Lehigh Valley would avail 
themselves of the bill, if passed, Mr. Craven said he could not 
answer but he believed the bill should not be drafted so as to 
restrict it to those two roads. 

Senator Neely, urging witnesses to make their statements 
short, said Congress might quit by the middle of June and if 
action was to be taken on the bill, the hearings would have to 
be concluded. 

Mr. Craven expressed the opinion that if the bill were 
limited to the Baltimore & Ohio it would be unconstitutional, 
though Senator Neely quoted A. A. Berle as having said that 
the railroads were built under special acts. 
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Mr. Craven believed that if the bill was good for the B. 
& O. it would be good for others. 

Daniel Willard, president of the Baltimore & Ohio, and 
H. W. Anderson, counsel for that road in connection with its 
composition plan, appeared in support of the bill. Mr. Willard 
said he had heard a great deal of talk about technical difficul- 
ties but little about the thing itself. He would leave the tech- 
nical matters to the lawyers, said he. He spoke of the Baltimore 
& Ohio in his thirty years as president as having spent around 
half a billion dollars for improvements to the property and an- 
other hundred million in acquiring stocks of other railroads 
to meet consolidation moves though he had believed the B. & 
O. was large enough as it was before such purchases were made. 
These investments had been made on his recommendations, he 
said, and he felt responsible to the investors. He said the B. 
& O. had earned its fixed charges for 40 years up to 1938. If 
he felt that the country was going to continue to have ten to 
twelve million men out of work he said he would say put the 
B. & O. in receivership and reorganize it. But, he said, he 
did not feel that way. He believed business would improve and 
that the railroads were going to come back again as they had 
after other depressions. He believed that, with improved con- 
ditions, the B. & O. could meet its present basis of fixed charges. 

“It must be that we will go forward again,” said he. 

Mr. Willard told the committee he felt it would be a “per- 
sonal disgrace” to let the property get in such shape it would 
have to go through reorganization. The bill, said he, repre- 
sented an honest effort to escape reorganization. If the bill 
were passed, the B. & O. would have its charter and keep its 
record clean, said he. 

Mr. Anderson explained that the bill had been developed 
largely by himself and R. V. Fletcher, general counsel of the 
Association of American Railroads. There was no ulterior pur- 
pose back: of the bill, said he. The only purpose was to enable 
railroads with such a plan as that of the B. & O. to enable 
them to bind minorities. Otherwise, he indicated, the thing 
proposed to be done could be done without legislation. 

A. B. Barber, manager of the transportation department 
of the Chamber of Commerce of the United States, submitted 
the recommendations of the transportation conference held un- 
der the auspices*of* the Chamber recommending legislation 
along the lines of that im the Chandler bill. 

G. S. Brooks, of the st6ck @xchange firm of Marshall, Camp- 
bell & Co., of ew York, City» 6pposed the bill on the ground 
it would result in’ imjust to bondholders of controlled lines 
such as the ‘Chicago~& Bastérn Illinois and the Monon, which 


he named as-éxamples of lines ‘he had in mind. He spoke for 
the bondholdérs’ committeé be the ye of New Jersey. 

Joseph Weiner, special Counsel on réorganization of the 
Securities and Exchange mniission, spoke briefly in oppo- 
sition to the bill.al®mg the lites of the ‘commission’s letter put 
in the record previ : 3 

The House judi ry Re Se begin hearings May 31 
on H. R. 5182, the Wheelée<Tr ‘reorganization bill as in- 
troduced in the House by**RepréSsentative McLaughlin, of 
Nebraska. 

The Senate interstate commerce committee May 18 ordered 
a favorable report on the Chandler bill, with amendments, one 
of which limits the measure to the Baltimore and Ohio and the 
Lehigh Valley. The bill, as reported, applies only to roads 
that had their composition plans approved by the Commission 
prior to April 1 this year. 

The committee also submitted its report on the Wheeler- 
Truman railroad reorganization bill. 

Representative McLaughlin, of Nebraska, has introduced 
H. R. 6369, a draft of the Wheeler-Truman bill (S. 1869) as 
approved by the Senate committee May 12. 


PASSENGER TRAFFIC STATISTICS 


Class I railroads in the United States had passenger rev- 
enue in coaches of $13,174,525, and in parlor and sleeping cars 
of $13,779,684, in February, 1939, as compared with $13,543,- 
570 and $14,476,049, respectively, in the same month last year, 
according to a compilation made by the Commission’s Bureau 
of Statistics on passenger traffic (other than commutation) of 
Class I steam railways in the United States, separated between 
coach traffic and parlor and sleeping car traffic, for February, 
and the two months ended with February, 1939 and 1938. 

In the two months ended with February, 1939, the railroads 
had passenger coach revenue of $27,939,364 and passenger par- 
lor and sleeping car revenue of $30,151,158, as compared with 
$29,964,126 and $31,792,288, respectively, in the same period 
last year. 

The railroads carried 12,992,284 revenue passengers in 
coaches and 1,605,371 revenue passengers in parlor and sleep- 
ing cars in February this year, as compared with 15,060,421 
and 1,698,815, respectively, in that month last year. For the 
two months ended with February this year they carried 27,435,- 
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973 revenue passengers in coaches and 3,506,734 in parlor and April, 1930, Freight revenues of those railroads in April, 1939, were 8.9 


sleeping cars, as compared with 32,504,698 and 3,695,110, re- 
spectively, in the corresponding period last year. ; 

The compilation also shows that the railroads carried 
672,203,491 passengers one mile in coaches and 565,237,038 in 
parlor and sleeping cars in February this year, as compared 
with 732,767,469 and 596,818,111, respectively, in that month 
last year. For the two months ended with February, 1939, 
they carried 1,422,941,234 revenue passengers one mile in 
coaches and 1,253,118,168 in parlor and sleeping cars, as com- 
pared with 1,629,018,150, and 1,319,290,879, respectively. for 
the same period last year. 


WAR AND TRANSPORTATION 
The Traffic World Washington Bureau 


War Department officials are continuing work on plans for 
use of privately owned and operated transportation facilities 
in time of war under the national defense act of 1920, it was 
said at the department May 18. This work has been in progress 
for years and is not a task that has been recently undertaken 
because of present world conditions, it was explained. 

The objective of the War Department, according: to those 
in charge of the work, is to recommend a setup under which 
effective and efficient transportation services would be obtained 
in the event of war without the taking over of the railroads 
by the government. It is felt in the War Department that the 
American Association of Railroads has facilities, including the 
district offices of the car service division, for example, which 
could be used to make effective a coordinated plan of opera- 
tion of the railroads in time of war. 

The Navy Department also works with the War Depart- 
ment on the plans. This work is a part of the industrial 
mobilization planning of the War Department as to which a 
report was issued in 1936. : 

The recommendations of the War Department, it was ex- 
plained, are subject to revision as the studies progress, and 
would require legislative action in the event of war to make 
them effective. Officers of the department are addressed from 
time to time by railroad officials. 


RAILROAD EARNINGS 


Preliminary reports from 92 Class I railroads, represent- 
ing 82.2 per cent of total operating revenues, received and made 
public by the Association of American Railroads, showed that 
these railroads, in April, 1939, had estimated operating rev- 
enues amounting to $233,054,205 compared with $220,536,208 
in the same month of 1938 and $370,217,652 in the same month 
of 1930. Operating revenues of these roads in April, 1939, 
were 5.7 per cent above those for April, 1938, but 37.0 per cent 
below April, 1930, said the Association’s statement, which 
added: 


Freight revenues of the Class I railroads in April, 1939, amounted 
to $184,641,658 compared with $172,519,844 in April, 1938, and $285,- 
610,637 in April, 1930. Freight revenues in April, 1939, were 7.0 per 
cent above the same month of 1938, but 35.4 per cent below the same 
month in 1930. 

Passenger revenues in April, 1939, according to these preliminary 
reports from 92 Class I railroads, totaled $26,639,892 compared with 
$26,684,849 in April, 1938, and $50,049,664 in April, 1930. For the month 
of April, 1939, they were 0.2 per cent below the same month in 1938 
and 46.8 per cent below the same month in 1930. 


Eastern District 


Thirty-five Class I railroads, representing 90.2 per cent of total 
operating revenues in the eastern district, in April, 1939, had estimated 
operating revenues of $120,270,251 compared with $115,524,798 in April, 
1938, and $204,517,510 in April, 1930. Operating revenues of the 35 
Class I railroads in the eastern district in April, 1939, were 4.1 per 
cent above the same month in 1938, but 41.2 per cent below April, 1930. 

Freight revenues of those railroads in April, 1939, amounted to 
$92,490,869 compared with $88,019,745 in April, 1938, and $154,072,250 in 
April, 1930. Freight revenues of those railroads in April, 1939, were 5.1 
per cent above the same month in 1938, but 40.0 per cent below the 
same period in 1930. 

Passenger revenues of those roads in April, 1939, totaled $16,559,951 
compared with $16,464,851 in April, 1938, and $31,473,129 in April, 1930. 
Passenger revenues in April, 1939, showed an increase of 0.6 per cent 
compared with April, 1938, but a decrease of 47.4 per cent compared 
with April, 1930. 


Southern District 


Nineteen Class I railroads, representing 64.2 per cent of total op- 
erating revenues in the southern district, had estimated operating rev- 
enues in April, 1939, of $26,976,775 compared with $25,031,321 in April, 
1938, and $37,974,656 in April, 1930. Operating revenues of the 19 Class 
I railroads in the southern district in April, 1939, were 7.8 per cent 
above those for the same month in 1938, but 29.0 per cent below April, 
1930. 

Freight revenues of those railroads in April, 1939, amounted to 
$21,980,454 compared with $20,183,362 in April, 1938, and $30,334,845 in 


per cent above the same month in 1938, but 27.5 per cent below the 
same month in 1930. 

Passenger revenues of those roads in April, 1939, totaled $2,416,813 
compared with $2,403,829 in April, 1938, and $4,297,201 in April, 1930, 
being 0.5 per cent above April, 1938, but 43.8 per cent below April, 1930. 


Western District 


Thirty-eight Class I railroads, representing 79.1 per cent of total 
operating revenues in the western district, had estimated operating 
revenues in April, 1939, of $85,807,179 compared with $79,980,089 in 
April, 1938, and $127,725,486 in April, 1930. Operating revenues of the 
38 Class I railroads in the western district in April, 1939, were an 
increase of 7.3 per cent compared with the same month of 1938, but a 
decrease of 32.8 per cent compared with April, 1930. 

Freight revenues of those railroads in April, 1939, amounted to 
$70,170,335 compared with $64,316,737 in April, 1938, and $101,203,542 
in April, 1930. Freight revenues of those railroads in April, 1939, were 
9.1 per cent above the same month in 1938, but 30.7 per cent below the 
same month in 1930. 

Passenger revenues of those roads in April, 1939, amounted to $7,- 
663,128 compared with $7,816,169 in April, 1938, and $14,279,334 in April, 
1930, Passenger revenues of those railroads in April, 1939, were 2.0 per 


cent below the same month in 1938, and 46.3 per cent below the same 
month in 1930. 


_ The Commission has issued its statement, No. M-100, cov- 
ering operating revenues and operating expenses of Class I 
steam railways, exclusive of switching and terimnal companies, 


for March, 1939 and 1938, and the three months ended with 
March, 1939 and 1938. 





TRANSPORTATION OF PETROLEUM 


A subcommittee of the House judiciary committee, headed 
by Representative Healey, of Massachusetts, will hold a hear- 
ing May 24 on H. R. 2318, the bill introduced by Representa- 
tive Harrington, of Iowa, to divorce the business of production, 
refining and transporting of petroleum products from that of 
marketing petroleum products. 


RAIL UNEMPLOYMENT INSURANCE 


The House committee on interstate and foreign commerce 
held a hearing May 18 on H. R. 5474, introduced by Repre- 
sentative Crosser, a companion measure to S. 2017, favorably 
reported to the Senate by the interstate commerce committee 
April 25 (see Traffic World, April 29, p. 970). The bill amends 
the railroad unemployment insurance act along lines recom- 
mended by the Railroad Retirement Board to facilitate its 


administration. Chairman Latimer, of the board, appeared be- 
fore the committee. 


AMENDMENT OF SECTION 3 


Representative McLaughlin, of Nebraska, has introduced 
H. R. 6371, a bill to amend the interstate commerce act to 
prohibit certain discriminatory practices with respect to the 
granting of transit privileges. The bill would add the follow- 
ing to paragraph (1) of section 3 of the act: 


For the purposes of this paragraph, the granting of transit privi- 
leges to any locality, port, port district, gateway, or transit point, 
upon any route over which through rates have been or shall be estab- 
lished, and the denial of like transit privileges to any other locality, 
port, port district, gateway, or transit point upon such route and 
under the same through rate, shall be deemed to be an undue or un- 
reasonable prejudice or disadvantage to the locality, port, port district, 
gateway, or transit point denied such privileges. 


An identical bill, S. 2444, was introduced in the Senate by 
Senator Burke, of Nebraska. 





SECTIONAL RATE COMPLAINTS 


Vice-President Garner has placed before the Senate a 
resolution of the Nebraska legislature memorializing Congress 
to take action to remove freight-rate inequalities that burden 
the people of Nebraska and other states west of the Missis- 
sippi River, as compared with the states east thereof, and 
authorizing the governor of Nebraska to cooperate with the 
governors of other western states in preparing and prosecuting 
proceedings before the Commission for relief. 


SIX-HOUR DAY ON RAILROADS 


George M. Harrison, chairman of the Railway Labor 
Executives’ Association, and president of the Brotherhood of 
Railway and Steamship Clerks, Freight Handlers, Express and 
Station Employes, revived the railroad unions’ six-hour day 
proposal in his address at the convention of the brotherhood 
in Toronto. 

“We have made sufficient progress mechanically, scien- 
tifically and in the technique of management, along with 
increased efficiency of the average worker,” said he, ‘“‘to justify 
without contention the immediate establishment of the basic 
six-hour day without reduction in compensation.” 


Vt 
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RAILROADS AND BRIDGES 
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A hearing on S. 1989, introduced by Senator Truman by 
request, embodying proposed legislation favored by the rail- 
roads and others providing for equitable apportionment of con- 
struction costs of bridges over navigable waterways as between 
carriers and the government, was held before a subcommittee 
of the Senate commerce committee, May 17, with Senator Lee, 
of Oklahoma, as chairman. 

The President’s committee of six recommended adoption 
of a policy that, whenever in connection with the improve- 
ment of navigable waters or the carrying out of flood-control 
or similar projects, a railroad was required to alter or recon- 
struct ridges or other facilities, it be reimbursed by the gov- 
ernment for all costs in excess of any direct benefits accruing 
to it. 

Among the witnesses supporting the bill were R. V. 
Fletcher, general counsel of the Association of American Rail- 
roads; John G. Brennen, engineer of grade crossings of the 
A. A. R.; P. G. Lang, engineer of bridges of the Baltimore & 
Ohio; F. G. Dorety, vice-president and general counsel of the 
Great Northern; and Oliver Reynolds, vice-president of the 
Cleveland Chamber of Commerce, who said it was desired to 
make improvements at Cleveland which it was feared would 
not be made if the railroads had to bear the cost of bridge 
changes. 

Legislation along the line proposed is favored by the Na- 
tional Industrial Traffic League, the U. S. Chamber of Com- 
merce and the railroad brotherhoods. The League’s position 
is that the railroads should be relieved of undue burdens in 
the reconstruction of bridges over navigable waters, in excess 
of direct benefits to them, or in excess of reasonable contrac- 
tual obligations under the statutes or permits by which the 
construction of the bridges was authorized. 

Mr. Dorety, explaining the Great Northern had a special 
interest in the situation at this time because of the proposed 
extension of the Mississippi River nine-foot channel above St. 
Anthony Falls, at Minneapolis, said this would require railroad 
bridge alterations costing $1,063,000. The existing bridges, 
said he, were entirely adequate for all railroad purposes and 
the proposed alterations were required solely for the benefit 
of water navigation. He said the present law imposed the 
cost of bridge alterations on the railroads even though the 
construction of an actually navigable channel could not have 
been foreseen when the bridge was built. 


“If a railroad were built crossing a dry prairie and were 
later intersected by an artificial canal, no one would think of 
asking the railroad to pay for spanning the canal with a 
bridge,” said he. “The canal and locks around the falls at 
Minneapolis will be just as artificial and just as unforseeable as 
a canal across a prairie.” 


Mr. Dorety said the policy of requiring railroads to pay 
the entire cost of bridging the waterways was analogous to the 
old policy of requiring railroads to bear the entire cost of 
highway grade separations. Both the federal and state govern- 
ments had abandoned the old policy of imposing the entire cost 
on the railroads and they now bore a part or all the cost from 
public funds. 

“The policy of imposing such costs on the railroads is par- 
ticularly objectionable in the west,” said he. “In the present 
distressed state of the railroads added railroad costs must be 
reflected eventually in higher freight rates.” 


Mr. Dorety said the commodities produced in the west 
were bulky low-priced commodities such as agricultural prod- 
ucts, lumber and ore. He said they were produced far from 
the consuming markets and western shippers were desperately 
in need of the lowest possible freight rates. 


“The imposing of higher freight rates in order to pay for 
waterway improvements creates a particularly great hardship 
on western shippers,” said he. “It is unjust ethically and un- 
sound economically to entirely exempt water users from the 
payment of tolls which would defray the cost of the facilities 
which they enjoy, and then impose part of such costs in the 
form of increased freight rates on rail users who get no benefit 
from the waterway.” 

The injustice of this was intensified, said he, because the 
principal waterway users were the large oil, steel and coal 
companies who enjoyed the benefit of low barge costs with- 
out passing them on to the consumer. He said their selling 
price to the public was based on rail freight rates and the 
profits from low barge costs were enjoyed principally by a 
comparatively few large corporations. He said if the govern- 
ment. desired to exempt these water users from tolls to pay 
the cost of constructing their own facilities, the government 
itself should bear this cost and not pass it on to the railroads 
or rail shippers. 
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Reports from the Secretary of War and Secretary of Agri- 
culture opposing the bill, said he, stated no reasons why these 
costs should be imposed on the railroads or why they should 
not be assumed by the government. He said they simply stated 
they saw no reason for a change in the law whereas, as he 
contended, there were many reasons. 

Statistics put in the record showed that since 1917 Class I 
railroads had borne $45,309,611 of total cost of $48,209,756 on 
account of alterations or changes to bridges. 

Mr. Lang submitted a tabulation showing for the A. C. L., 
B. & O., C. R. I. & P., Long Island, Missouri Pacific, Pennsyl- 
vania and Southern, for the five-year period ending December 
31, 1930, annual charges covering interest on excess cost and 
excess maintenance and operating costs of bridges across 
navigable streams by reason of complying with navigation re- 
quirements, amounted to $1,960,120. 


ADMIRALTY JURISDICTION 


Representative Barton, of New York, by request, has in- 
troduced H. R. 6322, a bill providing that the admiralty and 
maritime jurisdiction of the United States shall extend to 
and include all cases of damage or injury, to person or prop- 
erty, caused by a vessel on navigable water, notwithstanding 
that such damage or injury be done or consummated on land. 


LOAD LINES FOR VESSELS 


The House has passed S. 1583, with amendments, provid- 
ing for the establishment of load lines for vessels of 150 gross 
tons or over, except on the Great Lakes. 


NONSUBSIDIZED VESSEL CONSTRUCTION 


The bill, H. R. 5756, as amended, providing for amendment 
of section 509 of the merchant marine act to reduce from 25 
to 12% per cent the down payment required to be made to 
the Maritime Commission on certain ships built without aid of 
a construction subsidy, has been passed by the House and sent 
to the Senate. 


GOVERNMENT REORGANIZATION 


The Senate has rejected a concurrent resolution disap- 
proving the President’s second government reorganization plan 
which, among other things, transfers to the Department of 
Commerce the Inland Waterways Corporation and abolishes 
the office of Director General of Railroads (see Traffic World, 
May 13). This action constitutes approval of the plan. Fur- 
ther action may be taken to permit the plan to become effec- 
tive earlier than 60 days from May 9. 


REQUISITIONING OF VESSELS 


The House committee on merchant marine and fisheries 
has reported, with amendments, H. R. 4983, amending the mer- 
chant marine act, 1936, with respect to requisitioning of vessels. 


EXPORT AID UNDER MARINE ACT 


Senator McNary, of Oregon, has introduced S. 2414, a 
bill to amend the merchant marine and shipping acts to further 
the development of the export of merchandise from the United 
States. Under the bill the Maritime Commission would be 
directed to aid exporters of commodities and products enumer- 
ated in section 211 (h) of the merchant marine act of 1936, in- 
cluding manufactured timber products manufactured in the 
United States, in transporting to and landing in any foreign 
port, such commodities or products which might be trans- 
ported in dry cargo vessels or as deck cargo on any vessels. 
For this purpose, the bill provides, the commission may reduce 
or seek the reduction of rates through subsidies granted under 
title VI of the act, or it may lease ships of American or foreign 
registry and may allocate space therefrom at current full cargo 
rate to services or shippers on such application and execution 
of engagement as the Commission may prescribe, for the ship- 
ment of such commodities and products, or may itself charter 
or operate vessels for said purpose or purposes. 

For the purpose of facilitating the exportation of such 
commodities and products, the commission, under the bill, would 
be authorized and directed to provide rates to any foreign 
port as low as, but not lower than, the rates at any time cur- 
rently available to principal foreign competitors for the trans- 
portation of the same or similar commodities and products over 
the same or substantially similar routes; and the commission 
is directed to make available such additional ships as may be 
necessary, by lease, purchase or building of ships. Provision 
is also made for additional subsidies, if necessary, to meet the 
purpose of the bill. 
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TRUCK ROILS RAIL AND WATER RATES 


Truck rates from Chicago and points west to the Pacific 
coast have resulted in setting up a competitive situation as 
between all-rail rates and themselves, on the one hand, and 
a competitive situation between the all-rail and intercoastal 
rates, on the other. The crisis will be reached June 15 when, 
unless the Interstate Commerce Commission and the Maritime 
Commission suspend Kipp and Intercoastal Steamship Freight 
Association tariffs, lower rates go into effect. At the same 
time, but not altogether obviously related, the intercoastal as- 
sociation is proposing to meet rates of the Shepard line. 

An all-commodity schedule, filed by Agent Kipp, proposes 
on that day to establish a rate of $2.75 from transcontinental 
group D (Chicago) to the Pacific coast ports on a 30,000 pound 
minimum. At the same time a like ocean-rail rate will go into 
effect from New York piers to the same destinations. The 
New York pier rate will result from the $2.75 rate from group 
D because the present adjustment is on the basis of whatever 
all-rail rate is in effect from group D a like rate shall apply, 
via ocean to Gulf ports and rail beyond, from New York. 

The $2.75 rate is a new publication. Its effect will be 
to permit less than carload commodities taking higher rates to 
be put into and all-commodity carload shipment and hauled 
in competition with trucks having lower than railroad rates. 

What are regarded as the intercoastal steamship rates 
intended to compete with the all-rail and ocean and rail rate 
via the transcontinental routes are published in amended pages 
to intercoastal association’s tariff 1-C, SB-1, No. 6, appli- 
cable from Atlantic to Pacific ports, of 300 cents a hundred 
pounds on refrigerated cargo and 200 cents on non-refrigerated 
cargo. The all-commodity rail rate excludes perishables, ex- 
plosives and light and bulky articles. The 200 cent rate is 
applicable to class 1, 2, 3, 4, 5 and A general commodities. 
The tariff also contains many reductions in less-than-carload 
and any-quantity commodity rates. The Calmar line has pro- 
posed similar rates in its own publications. 

The tariff of the rail carriers could not be filed under the 
rules of the Commission without permission from it authoriz- 
ing it to depart from the established form. That permission 
has been given. In asking permission the railroads said they 
desired to compete with the common carriers by motor vehicle 
and thereby told the Commission men what they had in mind 
in proposing the $2.75 rate. The steamship lines did not tell the 
Maritime Commission they desired to compete with the rail- 
road truck-competitive rate but its tariff men drew that in- 
ference from. their proposal. ; 

The Intercoastal Steamship Association tariff in which it 
seems to be meeting the rates of the Shepard line in supple- 
ment No. 6 to its westbound SB-1. It publishes exceptions 
to general commodity rates as published in section 2 of SB-1 
No. 6 applicable via Arrow line, Luckenbach, McCormick, 
Weyerhaeuser, Quaker and California-Eastern lines. It pub- 
lishes reductions in the carload rates on many commodities 
moving from the Atlantic to the Pacific ports. The American 
Hawaiian line has asked for the suspension of that supple- 
ment. It alleges that if the supplement is permitted to be- 
come effective the result will be a rate war, disastrous to all 
concerned. It also asks that the tariff be included in docket 
No. 514, the intercoastal investigation. 

The Luckenbach Steamship Co., Inc., has joined the Amer- 
ican-Hawaiian Steamship Co. in its request for suspension of 
the reduced rates. 


PACIFIC COASTWISE CARRIER INQUIRY 


The Maritime Commission in No. 525, Pacific coastwise 
carrier investigation, on its own motion, has entered an investi- 
gation into and concerning the chartering and charter ar- 
rangements, by, and the practices, rules, regulations, charges 
and/or rates of carriers engaged in interstate transportation 
of lumber and other property between Pacific coast ports of 
the United States. The proceeding has been assigned for hear- 


ing at such times and places as the commission may hereafter 
fix. 


The following have been made respondents in the pro- 
ceeding: 


American-Hawaiian Steamship Co.; Burns Steamship Co.; W. R. 
Chamberlin & Co.; Coastal Steamship Co. (Coastal Line); Coastwise 
Line; Consolidated-Olympic Line; S. S. Freeman & Co.; Gorman Steam- 
ship Co.; James Griffiths & Son; Hammond Shipping Co., Ltd.; Hart- 
Wood Lumber Co.; A. B. Johnson Lumber Co.; Kingsley Company of 
California; Lawrence-Philips Steamship Co.; Fred Linderman; McCor- 
mick Steamship Co.; Moore Steamship Co.; Oliver J. Olson & Co.; 
Paramino Lumber Co.; Portland Steamship Co.; J. Ramselius, Schafer 
Bros. Steamship Lines; Silverado Steamship Co.; Sudden & Christenson; 
Wallingford Steamship Co.; Wheeler-Hallock Co.; E. K. Wood Lumber 
Co.; and West Oregon Lumber Co, 
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In a statement relating to the inquiry the commission said: 

During the past several weeks it has become apparent to the com- 
mission that controversies between the carriers involved in the investi- 
gation threatened the stability of the trade. These controversies have 
centered around the chartering of vessels for full cargoes of southbound 
lumber. Lumber shippers are reported to be withholding shipments in 
anticipation of a rate war. 

The commission has scheduled hearing in the investigation 
to be conducted before an examiner in San Francisco, begin- 
ning June 16. 


LUMBER RATES INQUIRY 

The Maritime Commission by order entered in docket 
No. 530, Pacific coastwise lumber rates—-McCormick Steam- 
ship Co., has suspended until September 22 proposed reductions 
in rates on lumber from $6 to $5.50 a 1,000 feet, board measure, 
with corresponding reductions on other forest products be- 
tween north Pacific and California ports published for account 
of the McCormick Steamship Co., in supplement No. 4 to 
Robert C. Parker, agent’s tariff U. S. M. C. No. 1, to become 
effective May 22. 

The proposed reductions represent the independent action 
of the McCormick Steamship Co. under the terms of section 
15 agreement No. 6310 covering the operations of Pacific Lum- 
ber Carriers’ Association and it is stated are occasioned by 
the fact that individual members of the conference are char- 
tering their vessels to lumber producers at rates which result 
in total charges lower than the rates filed under section 18 
of the shipping act, 1916, as amended. 

Hearing on the lawfulness of the proposed reductions will 
be held June 16 at San Francisco, in conjunction with No. 525, 
Pacific coastwise carrier investigation and No. 529, Robert C. 
Parker vs. W. R. Chamberlin & Co. et al. 


M. C. HEARINGS 


The Maritime Commission has assigned for hearing before 
Examiner C. O. Arthur Nos. 478, Pacific American Fisheries, 
Inc., vs. American-Hawaiian Steamship Co. et al.; 490, Belling- 
ham, Wash., terminal facilities; 522, Grays Harbor Pulp & 
Paper Co. vs. A. F. Klaveness & Co., A/S et al.; 529, Robert C. 
Parker vs. W. R. Chamberlin & Co. et al.; and 530, Pacific 
Coastwise lumber rates—McCormick Steamship Co., at the fol- 
lowing dates and places; Nos. 478 and 490, June 8, Bellingham, 
Wash.; No. 522, June 12, Seattle, Wash.; and Nos. 529 and 530, 
June 16, San Francisco, Calif. 

The Commission has also announced that hearings will be 
held June in Nos. 519, Waterman Steamship Corporation vs. 
Arnold Bernstein Schiffahrtsgesellschaft m. b. h. (Arnold Bern- 
stein Line) et al., 520, Waterman Steamship Corporation vs. 
Compagnie Generale Trans-Atlantique (French Line), et al., 
and 521, Waterman Steamship Corporation vs. American Line 
et al., and June 2 in Nos. 523, Kerr Steamship Co., Inc., vs. 
American Export Lines, Inc., et al., 526, Kerr Steamship Co., 
Inc., vs. Isthmian Steamship Co. (Isthmian Line), et al., and 
527, Kerr Steamship Co., Inc., vs. Deutsche Dampfschiffahrts- 
Gesellschaft “Hansa” (Hansa Line) et al., before Examiner 
Charles B. Gray, at the St. George Hotel, New York, N. Y. 

The Commission said the proposed reports would be issued 
in the before mentioned proceedings. 


COFFEE STORAGE AT NEW YORK 


The Booth Steamship Co. and other common carriers by 
water have asked the federal court for the southern district 
of New York to enjoin the order of the Maritime Commission 
in docket No. 482, storage charges under agreements Nos. 
6205 and 6215, pertaining to the storage of import coffee at 
the port of New York. 

In that case the Maritime Commission found_that the pe- 
titioning water lines were engaged in unreasonable practices 
in connection with storage of import coffee at the port of New 
York in violation of section 17 of the shipping act, 1916, to 
the extent that such charges after free time were lower than 
the petitioners’ storage charges on other import property at 
the port of New York. 

The petition of the steamship lines said that the conclu- 
sions of the commission were based on the assumption and 
holding by the commission that sections 16 and 17 of the ship- 
ping act required the penalty or storage charges to be made 
the same for all commodities irrespective of character, condi- 
tion, value or any other consideration which might differentiate 
one commodity from another. These conclusions, said the pe- 
tition, were erroneous in law, contrary to law, arbitrary, un- 
reasonable and unsupported by any authority or principle of 
reason or law. 

The petitioners asked the court to suspend the operation 
of the order of the Maritime Commission, pending final hearing 
and determination of the suit. 


—— 
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(Circuit Court of Appeals, Second Circuit.) Shippers seek- 
ing to recover for damage to sugar cargo en route were re- 
quired to show that sugar was in good condition when de- 
livered. (Warner Barnes & Co. vs. Kokosai Kisen Kabushiki 
Kaisha, 102 Fed. Rep. (2d) 450.) 

Ship seeking to avoid liability for damage to sugar cargo 
en route was required to bring damage within exception in bills 
of lading and, if such was done, shippers were required to show 
negligence.—Ibid. 

In libel suits by shippers for damage to sugar cargo en 
route, where shippers made no proof as to condition of sugar 
when delivered beyond recital in bills of lading that bags were 
in apparent good order, court could consider outturn itself as 
evidence of condition.—Ibid. 

In libel suits by shippers for damage to sugar cargo en 
route, evidence held to show that sugar was delivered by 
shippers in reasonably good condition.—Ibid. 

Alteration of entries in ship’s log with respect to ventila- 
tion of ship during voyage did more than merely discredit 
document itself as evidence but constituted positive and 
weighty evidence that damage to cargo was result of improper 
ventilation.—Ibid. 

In libel suits by shippers for damage to sugar cargo en 
route, evidence that cowl ventilators had not been used dur- 
ing voyage, and that entries in ship’s log with respect to venti- 
lation had been altered, held to establish that improper 
ventilation had caused undue sweat which did the damage for 
which recovery was sought.—Ibid. 





INTERCOASTAL RATE STRUCTURE 
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Hearing was begun May 15 before Examiner Robert M. 
Furniss, of the Maritime Commission, in No. 514, intercoastal 
rate structure, and No. 408, American Hawaiian Steamship Co. 
et al. vs. Shepard Steamship Co. et al. Issues involved in the 
proceeding are as to whether the situation in the intercoastal 
trade justifies the establishment of one or more minimum rate 
levels; the lawfulness of such proportional rates as are now in 
effect; the lawfulness of absorbing in whole or in part through 
divisions or otherwise the costs of om-carriage to ports which 
are never, or seldom, served by vessels of the carrier absorbing 
such costs; the lawfulness of granting the respective carload 
rates to various commodities shipped in quantities which are 
less than carload if the total of the combined commodities so 
shipped equal a carload minimum; and the actual level, or 
levels, at which the minimum rates should be established. 

At the opening of the hearing the examiner denied a motion 
of Parker M. McCollester, for the Luckenbach Steamship Co., 
and the American-Hawaiian Steamship Co., for the cancella- 
tion of the further hearings scheduled at New Orleans and 
San Francisco. Mr. McCollester wanted the hearings held in 
the east for the convenience of the carriers. 


F. W. Dever, chief, section of rates and tariffs, division 
of regulation, Maritime Commission, the first witness, gave the 
background of the intercoastal rate situation and submitted 
exhibits showing the carriers operating in the intercoastal trade, 
those formerly operating in the trade but not now engaged 
in the service, ports served by carriers, and comparisons of in- 
tercoastal carrier commodity rates with all-rail commodity 
rates between Atlantic and Pacific coast ports, and a compari- 
son of Gulf intercoastal commodity rates with all-rail com- 
modity rates, both eastbound and westbound. 

Mr. Dever said the rate level of the intercoastal lines had 
largely been compelled by competition. 

Guy M. Carlon, of the division of accounts of the commis- 
sion, division of regulation, submitted an exhibit containing 
financial schedules relating to the intercoastal carriers. 

Examiner Furniss announced at the hearing May 16 that 
no changes would be made in the schedule of hearings here- 
tofore announced and that there would be no additional hear- 
ings. He said counsel for the respondents had held a meeting, 
the net result of which was that they decided they were not pre- 
pared to offer evidence at the Washington hearing and that 
they expected to be heard in New York. Pacific coastwise 
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lines might be heard at San Francisco, he said, if they wished, 
and the Gulf lines at New Orleans. 

Dr. L. P. Nickell, chief of the section of special studies of 
the Maritime Commission, submitted an exhibit showing service 
schedules of intercoastal carriers, including statistics relating 
to use of tonnage, and lay-up days for 1937. 

J. H. Hiltner, chairman of the intercoastal and coastwise 
transportation committtee of the National Industrial Traffic 
League, stating the position of the League, said it favored two 
or more minimum rate levels in the intercoastal trade, that it 
favored proportional rates, that it favored a carrier selecting 
any agency for delivery of traffic, and that it opposed the exer- 
cise of the minimum rate power by the commission. He said 
the League took no position with respect to the lawfulness 
respective carload rates to various commodities shipped in 
quantities which were less than carload if the total of the 
combined commodities so shipped equaled a carload minimum. 

Mr. McCollester, for the American-Hawaiian and Lucken- 
bach lines, said they favored one minimum rate level, believed 
that proportional rates were economically sound, were not op- 
posed to port equalization, were against the Calmar mixture 
rule, and favored the Wells’ Tariff “B” line rates for minimum 
rates, except where the Shepard rates were higher and they 
should be the minimum. 

On behalf of the Quaker Line it was stated it favored one 
rate level with handicaps—the present system. The Pacific 
Coast Direct Line was recorded, subject to subsequent develop- 
ments, as favoring a two-rate level in the intercoastal trade. 

H. J. Wagner, director of the Norfolk Port Traffic Com- 
mission, said that port favored more than one rate level and 
opposed port equalization. 

On behalf of the Isthmian line, it was stated that it had 
no objection to a single rate level, that it favored proportional 
rates, that it opposed port equalization, and that it favored 
the Wells’ “B” line rates at which minimum rates should be 
established. 

On behalf of the McCormick Steamship Co., it was stated 
that it favored two rate levels, that it favored proportional 
rates, that it was not in favor of port equalization, and that 
it was not prepared to state what the relationship should be 
with respect to the level of minimum rates. 

The Shepard Line was recorded as holding there should 
be at least two rate levels in the intercoastal trade. 

On behalf of the Baltimore Mail it was stated there should 
be a single minimum rate level and all differentials should be 
eliminated, and that the highest present rate level should be 
the minimum subject to adjustment. The Arrow Line was also 
recorded in favor of two levels of rates. 

A. H. Ferguson, of New Bedford, Mass., speaking for New 
England interests, believed there should be more than one mini- 
mum rate level. 

H. J. Manghum, for Sacramento interests, said they favored 
joint through routes and rates for Sacramento on a parity with 
other Pacific coast ports. Question arose as to whether such 
routes and rates were up for consideration in the proceeding 
under the subject of lawfulness of absorbing in whole or in 
part through divisions or otherwise the costs of on-carriage to 
ports which are never, or seldom, served by vessels of the 
carrier absorbing such costs. Some thought that because of 
the words “through divisions” the subject of joint through 
routes and rates was included, but Examiner Furniss thought 
that as the language stood it covered only the question of 
absorption. 

The Port of New York Authority was recorded as favor- 
ing proportional rates and port equalization. Granville Curry, 
for the port of Albany, N. Y., said it opposed port equalization 
and establishment of one rate level. 

C. R. Seal, for the Baltimore Chamber of Commerce, said 
it was opposed to port equalization and that its position on 
other points would be developed later. 

David E. Scoll, attorney for the Maritime Commission, 
with respect to the question whether joint through routes and 
rates were involved in the item on the agenda relating to ab- 
sorptions, said that the matter was included because it had 
been suggested by some of the steamship lines, and if the re- 
spondents did not wish to put in evidence about it the commis- 
sion would not deal with it. 

Mr. Nanghum wanted to know if through routes and 
rates which had been passed on by the commission in docket 
No. 119 were in issue in this proceeding. He said he would like 
to have a ruling to the effect that such routes and rates were 
not in issue here. 

Rene Stiegler, speaking for the port of New Orleans, raised 
the question of discrimination against the Gulf ports on traffic 
to Stockton and Sacramento because arbitraries were applied 
between those points and were not applied on traffic from New 
York to the Pacific points. After discussion, Examiner Furniss 
ruled that testimony could be offered as pertaining to the mat- 
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ter covered in the absorption item and the question of its 
relevancy would be passed on at the time it was offered. 

Examiner Furniss said he would not strike the absorption 
item from the agenda, as had been suggested by Mr. Scoll, but 
he said to Mr. Manghum that through routes and rates to 
Sacramento were not involved for decision as to whether they 
were lawful or not. He said further in answer to an inquiry 
that that statement applied generally. 

“If the commission wanted to air the system of joint 
through rates and through routes,” said the examiner, “they 
would have put it in here specifically.” 

Harry S. Brown, chairman of the Intercoastal Steamship 
Freight Association, said the situation about which Mr. Stiegler 
spoke was not a new one and suggested that if the port had a 
grievance it should file a complaint with the commission. 

After submission of further data by members of the com- 
mission’s staff with respect to the intercoastal carriers, the 
hearing was concluded late May 16. Further hearings will be 
held at New Orleans, May 23; San Francisco, May 31; and New 
York, June 19. 


FLORIDA CANAL BILL DEFEATED 


The Traffic World Washington Bureau 


The bill (S. 1100), providing for completion of the Atlantic- 
Gulf ship canal across Florida, was rejected by the Senate May 
17 by a vote of 45 to 36. The vote came after the bill had been 
discussed at various times in the last few days, Senator Vanden- 
berg, of Michigan, having led the attack on the measure. It 
was estimated that the canal would cost at least around two 
hundred million dollars. 

Senator Sheppard, of Texas, made one of the principal 
speeches in support of the project. 

“Two or three hundred million dollars is still a lot of 
money, even in this day of jitterbug arithmetic,” said Senator 
Vandenberg. 

The bill had been reported to the Senate without recom- 
mendation by the Senate commerce committee. The House 
committee on rivers and harbors favorably reported a com- 
panion measure to the House. 

One of the points made by Senator Vandenberg was that 
not a single ship operator in all the related waters ‘could be 
or was produced at the extensive hearings in the last three 
years to ask for the project, or to recommend it, or to consent 
to its ultimate utility.” The project was begun on order of 
President Roosevelt with relief money several years ago and 
after $5,400,000 had been spent, the President put up to Con- 
gress the question of whether it should be continued. Recently 
he urged adoption of the project by Congress. 

An amendment providing that the President should cause 
a study to be made for the purpose of determining the rates of 
toll which would be necessary to make the canal self sustain- 
ing and provide for amortization of the capital costs, before 
construction of the canal was begun was adopted by the Senate 
before the bill was defeated. 


RIVERS AND HARBORS 


The House trimmed the rivers and harbors bill authorizing 
projects estimated to cost $119,928,100 by adopting amendments 
eliminating the Umatilla dam project, the project for improv- 
ing the Connecticut River with a view to carrying navigation 
from Hartford, Conn., to Holyoke, Mass., and the Tombigbee 
project designed to connect the Tennessee River with the Tom- 
— River. The bill was passed May 18 and sent to the 

enate. 

An initial appropriation authorization of $23,700,000 had 
been proposed for the Umatilla dam project on the Columbia 
River, the total cost of which was estimated at $177,000,000. 
The Connecticut River project was estimated to cost $12,344,- 
000. An initial appropriation authorization of $12,500,000 was 
sought for the Tombigbee project which it was estimated 
would cost nearly $70,000,000. 

Reference in debate to proposed transportation legislation 
as being inimical to water transportation led Chairman Lea, 
of the House committee on interstate and foreign commerce, 
to say that his committee would not report a bill that provided 
for any unjust discrimination against water carriers. 

“You do not propose to put these inland waterways under 
the Interstate Commerce Commission, do you? asked Chairman 
Mansfield, of the rivers and harbors committee. 

Mr. Lea said the committee probably would report in favor 
of having “unified control,” but would not report a bill that 
provided for any unjust discrimination between different 
carriers. 

In a discussion of protests against waterways by railroad 
labor, Representative Culkin, of New York, characterized it as 
“pressure propaganda.” He said the railroads and the brother- 
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hoods had gone to war over the 15 per cent wage cut but Amer- 
ican public sentiment “beat that cut” and now the railroads 
and brotherhoods “have ganged up together to create a mon- 
opoly on transportation in America. That is the question that 
the members of this House will have to face shortly.” 

The House has passed the War Department civil appro- 
priation bill carrying $277,000,000 for rivers and harbors and 
flood control. Of the total $96,000,000 is for river and harbor 
maintenance and improvement work. The measure was sent 
to the Senate. 





TRAININGSHIP COMMISSIONED 

The American Seaman, said by Maritime Commission offi- 
cials to be “best and most completely equipped ship in the 
world today for training merchant marine personnel,” will be 
commissioned at National Maritime Day ceremonies in Wash- 
ington May 22. The ship is equipped with classrooms, two com- 
plete machine shops, general work shops, galleys, bake shops, 
refrigerators, and all facilities for giving comprehensive train- 
ing to deck and engine crews and members of the steward’s 
department. 

With the sailing vessel, Joseph Conrad, and the state 
school ships, Nantucket and Annapolis, of Massachusetts and 
Pennsylvania, respectively, the American Seaman was brought 
to Washington for the celebration of maritime day. Members of 
Congress inspected the ships. The American Seaman will return 
to New York to begin her first training cruise to Gulf ports, 
in connection with the training work of the United States Mari- 
time Service. 


U. S. BARGE LINE EMBARGO MODIFIED 


The Federal Barge Lines has modified its embargo against 
all freight on account of labor difficulties to permit acceptance 
of all freight to, from, or via ports of Mobile, Tuscaloosa and 
Port Birmingham to, from, or via New Orleans and Mobile, 
as of May 8, and to permit acceptance of all freight to, from, 
or via ports of Memphis, Tenn., Helena, Ark., Greenville and 
Vicksburg, Miss., and Baton Rouge and New Orleans, La., to, 
from, or via Mobile, Ala., New Orleans and Baton Rouge, La., 
Vicksburg and Greenville, Miss., Helena, Ark., and Memphis, 
Tenn. 

The embargo was still in effect against all freight to, from 
or via all ports north of Memphis, Tenn., on the Mississippi, 
Illinois and Missouri Rivers, according to notice received by 
the car service division of the Association of American Rail- 
roads May 15. 


WESTBOUND LIGHTING LIQUID 
The Intercoastal Steamship Freight Association has asked 
the Maritime Commission to suspend Shepard Steamship Co., 
4th amended page 120, SB-I No. 1, effective May 25, establish- 
ing a new commodity rate of 90 cents, carload minimum 
24,000 pounds, and $1.25 less carload on cigar or cigarette 
lighting liquid or paste from Atlantic to Pacific coast ports. 


ADMITTED TO CONFERENCE 
The Kerr Steamship Company, Inc., says it has received 
notice that its application for membership in the Adriatic, Black 
Sea, and Levant Conference has been accepted. In consequence, 


it has withdrawn its complaint based on previous rejection of 
its application. 


U. S. INTERCOASTAL TRADE 
In the United States intercoastal trade in March there 
were sixty-three ships with 237,746 tons of cargo, which tran- 
sited the Panama Canal from the Atlantic to the Pacific, while 
in the reverse direction there were fifty-three ships with 
387,761 tons of cargo, according to the Panama Canal record. 


PLASTIC FIRE BRICK 

Maritime Commission officials said no action would be 
taken on the requests for suspension with respect to reduced 
rates on plastic fire brick published in tariff SB-I No. 1 of 
Shepard Steamship Co. (see Traffic World, May 6, p. 1029). The 
Shepard line informed the commission that the note provided 
in the tariff, which brought about the reduced rates, did not 
carry out the intention of the carrier or the shipper and asked 
special permission to withdraw or cancel the proposed change. 


RATES ON WHISKEY 
Joseph E. Seagram & Sons, Inc., The Calvert Distilling 
Co., and Calvert Distillers Corporation in docket No. 531 have 
filed complaint against Flood Lines, Inc., with the Maritime 
Commission, alleging that the rate of $1.544% a 100 pounds on 
alcoholic liquors from Baltimore, Md., to Pacific Coast ports 
as published in Flood Lines, Inc., SB-I No. 1, is unjust and 
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unreasonable when compared with the total expenses for trans- 
porting the cargo in question. They also allege that they have 
been subjected to payment of rates for transportation which, 
when exacted, and still are in violation of section 4 of the inter- 
coastal shipping act of 1933 as amended or section 18 of the 
shipping act of 1916 as amended. Complainants ask that an 
order be issued commanding defendant to cease and desist 
from the aforesaid violations and establish and put in force 


and apply in the future such other rates as the commission 
may deem lawful and reparation. 


PANAMA CANAL TRAFFIC 


In April, 496 ocean-going vessels transited the Panama 
Canal and the tolls thereon amounted to $1,999,851.16, accord- 
ing to a report made by the Governor of the Canal to the Secre- 
tary of War. In April last year the transits were 487 and the 
tolls, $1,961,456.58, while in March this year the transits were 
553 and the tolls, $2,252,156.28. 

For the ten months ended with April the transits were 
4,918 and the tolls $19,630,086.98, as compared with 4,614 


transits and tolls of $19,481,771.26 in the corresponding period 
of 1937 and 1938. 


AIR EXPRESS INCREASE 

Gross revenue from air express for the first quarter of 
1939 increased 20.4 per cent over the corresponding period of 
1938, the Air Express Division of the Railway Express Agency 
reports. Shipments for the three months period increased 
17.9 per cent to a total of 185,084. Gross revenue for March 
was 22.6 per cent over March, 1938. Shipments for the month 
totaled 71,027, an increase of 24.6 per cent over the correspond- 
ing month a year ago. 


MONEY FOR AIR MAIL SERVICE 


President Roosevelt has transmitted to Congress an esti- 
mate for an additional appropriation of $713,200 for the do- 
mestic air mail service for the fiscal year 1940. Harold D. 
Smith, director of the Bureau of the Budget, said the increase 
was necessary to cover the cost of increased rates of pay to 
certain contract air-mail carriers as fixed by the Interstate 
Commerce Commission and the Civil Aeronautics Authority. 


AIR TRAFFIC RISES 


Revenue passenger miles flown by the 16 domestic air- 
line members of the Air Transport Association in April totaled 
47,496,757, according to figures issued by the association. This 
represented an increase of 25.23 per cent over April, 1938, and 
6.8 per cent over March, 1939. According to the association, 
only two previous months exceeded the April, 1939, total, Sep- 
tember, 1938, with 44,474,656 revenue passenger miles, and 
October, 1938, with 51,350,752 revenue passenger miles. The 
first four months of 1939 totalled 157,475,615 revenue passenger 
miles, 25.22 per cent more than the first four months of 1938. 


AIR LINE CERTIFICATES 


The Civil Aeronautics Authority has ordered the issuance 
of certificates of public convenience and necessity to American 
Airlines, Inc., covering its seven scheduled routes operated in 
the so-called “grandfather period” before enactment of the civil 
aeronautics act. 

At the same time the Authority denied the company’s 
application for a certificate of public convenience and necessity 
to carry persons, property, mail and foreign mail between 
Newark, N. J., and Lakehurst, N. J. 

From May to October, 1936, American Airlines, said the 
Authority, provided a connecting service between Lakehurst 
and Newark with the scheduled arrivals and departures of the 
Zeppelin “Hindenburg,” transporting the foreign mail only 
under an agreement with Deutsche Zeppelin Reederei, operators 
of the airship service, and carrying transatlantic passengers 
at specified rates. The company was prepared to provide similar 
service in 1937 but was prevented from doing so because of 
the destruction of the Hidenburg on its arrival at Lakehurst 
on its first trip of that year. 

The postal service from Europe was the result of arrange- 
ments made between the postal administration of Germany 
and Deutsche Zeppelin Reederei, whereby the foreign corpora- 
tion transported mail in each direction between foreign points 
and New York. American Airlines contended that because its 
arrangement with the foreign carrier for the transportation of 
mail was known and approved by the Postmaster General, and 
because of the acceptance and delivery of the mail by the Post 
Office Department in New York, they had established a right 
under the civil aeronautics act to operate a service between 
those two points. 

The Authority ruled, however, that inasmuch as American 
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Airlines was not obligated or authorized to carry mail over 
this route by any form of contract with the Postmaster General 
and was not under any special bond for the purpose, and re- 
ceived no orders or compensation in connection with the mail 
carried except that which was paid to it by Deutsche Zeppelin 
Reederei, that the applicant was acting as an agent of the for- 
eign company and as such did not establish any right to a 
certificate of public convenience and necessity to operate be- 
tween Newark and Lakehurst, N. J. 


Certificates were issued to American Airlines, Inc., to 


carry mail, passengers and property between the following ter- 
minal and intermediate points: 


Between the terminal point Dallas, Tex., the intermediate points 
Fort Worth, Tex., Abilene, Tex., Big Spring, Tex., El Paso, Tex., 
Douglas, Ariz., Tucson, Ariz., and Phoenix, Ariz., and the terminal 
point Los Angeles, Calif. 

Between the terminal point Newark, N. J., the intermediate points, 
Wilkes-Barre, Scranton, Pa., Syracuse, Rochester, Buffalo, N. Y., 
Detroit, Ann Arbor, Jackson, Battle Creek, Kalamazoo, Mich., and 
South Bend, Ind., and the terminal point Chicago, IIl. 

Between the terminal point Boston, Mass., to intermediate points, 
Providence, R. I., Springfield, Mass., Hartford, New Haven, Conn., 
and the terminal point Newark, N. J. 

Between the terminal point Boston, Mass., the intermediate points 
Springfield, Mass., Albany, Utica, Syracuse, Rochester, Buffalo, N. Y., 
and Erie, Pa., and the terminal point Cleveland, Ohio. 

Between the terminal point Cleveland, Ohio, the intermediate points 
Columbus, Dayton, Cincinnati, Ohio, and Louisville, Ky., and the 
terminal point Nashville, Tenn. 

Between the terminal point Albany, N. Y., the intermediate points 
New York, N. Y., Newark, N. J., Philadelphia, Pa., Baltimore, Md., 
Washington, D. C., Lynchburg, Roanoke, Bristol, Va., Knoxville, 
Nashville, Memphis, Tenn., Little Rock, Texarkana, Ark., and Dallas, 
Tex., and the terminal point Fort Worth, Tex. 

Between the terminal point Washington, D. C., the intermediate 
points Elkins, Clarksburg, Parkersburg, Charleston-Dunbar, Hunting- 
ton, W. Va., Cincinnati, Ohio, and Indianapolis, Ind., and the terminal 
point Chicago. 

Between the terminal point Chicago, Ill., the intermediate points 
Peoria, Springfield, Ill., St. Louis, Springfield, Mo., Tulsa, Oklahoma 
City, Okla., and Dallas, Tex., and the terminal point Fort Worth, Tex. 


A DEFENSE OF THE FORWARDER 
Editor The Traffic World: 

Reference is made to the letter on page 922, of your issue 
of April 22, signed by D. L. Sutherland. 

Mr. Sutherland begins with the old accusation: “The 
freight-forwarder is only a middle man, contributing nothing 
to transportation, living off the operating services of the car- 
riers used, collection at retail levels, but dispensing only at 
wholesale.” Certain types of minds have a theory that by 
repeating an accusation often enough, you may come to believe 
in its truth yourself. Put away your pinafore, Mr. Sutherland. 
Stop saying, over and over: “Katy did.” Because better minds 
and more reasonable ones than your own, have said: “Katy 
didn’t.” Read, instead, what the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission has to say about the contribution of the freight for- 
warding industry to transportation (Freight Forwarding In- 
vestigation, 229 I. C. C. 309, et seq.). It has been summarized 
in Commissioner Eastman’s report to Clarence F. Lee, chair- 
man of the House committee on interstate and foreign com- 
merce, April 3, 1939: 


In the beginning, these concerns were little more than brokers, and 
many of this character still exist. From this modest start, however, 
there has been a great development, particularly in recent years since 
the advent of the trucks, until now there are very large concerns, com- 
monly known as ‘‘forwarding companies,’’ operating on a nationwide 
scale, and assuming all the responsibilities of a common carrier under 
the common law. They have, in substance and effect, brought into being 
a new and improved method of handling merchandise or package 
freight. The general idea is to consolidate the shipments, so far as 
practicable, for carload movement: to concentrate these movements 
over direct and economical rail and water routes, and to utilize trucks 
in the collection and delivery process: and to some extent for through 
movements. The endeavor is to use each form of transportation to the 
best advantage, to avoid diffusion and light. loading of cars, and to cut 
transfer and clerical costs to a minimum. 

To accomplish these results, the forwarding company assumes en- 
tire responsibility for the shipment from the time it leaves the con- 
signor until it reaches the consignee. It is not necessary for the shipper 
to know, and he seldom does know, by what means of transportation, 
and over what routes, his shipment moves. He deals only with, and 
receives his bill of lading from, the forwarding company. The larger 
companies of this type have key or concentration points located at the 
larger places. Between these key points, the traffic of the forwarder 
moves by rail in consolidated carloads, but smaller places are reached 
by truck, to and from the key points to which they are contributory. 


The freight forwarding industry is content to accept this 
description of its purpose in life and the methods it employs 
to accomplish such purpose. It is the measured opinion of the 
Commission, after many years of inquiry. It summarizes the 
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contribution made by the freight-forwarder to transportation 
in the United States—an improvement in the handling of mer- 
chandise freight, resulting in a degree of service which can be 
secured by no other medium of transportation. Mr. Eastman 
has added, in his own report, that the “freight-forwarder has 
been among the most successful practical exponents of the 
principles of coordination, between truck and rail service” (229 
I. C. C. 310). The industry is content to accept the Commis- 
sion’s judgment, as against the statements of Mr. Sutherland. 
His “enigma” is solved for him, and by the regulatory body 
having jurisdiction over his own industry. 

Mr. Sutherland’s second charge was that the freight-for- 
warding industry represented a diversion of dollars from trans- 
portation agencies, actually operating the media employed, 
equivalent to a large lump of the war debt. Once again, we 
appeal to the impartial judgment of the Commission, in its 
summary of facts. The total profit of the three principal 
forwarders dealt with in the record of the investigation, for 
1936, was only $725,000, which the Commission found to be 
equal to slightly more than one-half of one per cent of the 
gross revenue collected; and of the total gross revenue col- 
lected, 82 per cent was paid to transportation agencies: rail, 
motor and water (229 I. C. C. 203, 204). 

Further, the concentration of traffic effected by the for- 
warder-method of operation provides the most economical han- 
dling and highest degree ef revenue to both rail and motor 
carriers, whose facilities are employed by the freight-forwarder. 
Exhaustive studies of all types of traffic, carload and less-car- 
load, prepared by the Commission’s transportation-cost analyst, 
using methods developed when he occupied that position, were 
introduced into the record, and no attempt has been made to 
break them down. The study showed for railroad less-than- 
carload traffic an average operating loss of $7.53 per ton, but 
on traffic hauled by the railroads for the forwarding companies, 
it showed an average operating gain of $8.35 per ton, much 
more than sufficient to produce a reasonable return on invest- 
ment. 

The freight forwarder, then, is making no enviable rate 
of profit out of the total dollars collected for transportation. 
Such dollars are being disbursed almost in their entirety, to 
rail, water and motor operators, and for such internal ordering 
and arranging that the concentrated traffic is many times more 
economical or profitable to the operators. Obviously, then, the 
operating agencies enjoying forwarder traffic, so much more 
economical to handle, do not subscribe to the so-called “diver- 
sions of gross dollars from transportation agencies.” 

We are reasonably certain from testimony, briefs, and 
other documents on file, expressing the opinion of those same 
operators, that, if the same amount of gross dollars of revenue 
had been secured by those same carrier for L. C. L. handling, 
they would not “have benefited in direct proportion to the man- 
ner in which their management administered its offices and 
duties.” 


Mr. Sutherland pleads for the restriction of management 
ability “inside existing organizations.” Why, then, does he 
employ architects to design and contractors to build his truck 
termini? Why employ trailer engineers to design his equip- 
ment? Why go to a dentist with a tooth-ache, or a surgeon for 
an appendectomy? According to his own prescription, Mr. 
Sutherland would have us believe his own existing organiza- 
tion is completely self-contained. That attitude, however, is 
contrary to the expressed tendencies of this growing world. 
We are in an age of specialization, and the forwarder is the 
specialist in the handling of merchandise traffic. That recogni- 
tion is tendered the freight-forwarder by the shipping public, 
using his services. 


As for the cut-rate situation, Mr. Sutherland would have 
us believe that the freight-forwarder is responsible for its 
entirety and impliedly states that a freight-forwarder tempted 
Eve in the Garden. We decline the unenviable credit accorded 
us. The freight-forwarding industry is not yet subject to 
regulation, despite its own efforts to have such regulation 
applied to it. It cannot, therefore, control the acts of all of 
its members any more than Mr. Sutherland’s own company or 
his own industry could have been controlled prior to the pass- 
age of the motor carrier act. Many rates are present in the 
freight-forwarding industry which we deprecate, as an institu- 
tion; the situation is unavoidable, due to lack of regulation. 

Mr. Sutherland, however, trots out the old accusation that 
is invariably resorted to, when selfishly trying to protect inter- 
ests, which it would be indiscreet to disclose: “Blame the 
other fellow.” At many meetings, attended by Mr. Sutherland 
himself that old alibi has been punctured. The freight for- 
warder is accused of being responsible for a low level of rates, 
the existence of commodity rates, special privileges, etc., which 
the truck operators and rail operators are compelled to meet. 
The records of his own bureau and the experience of other 
tariff publishing bureaus prove the falsity of his statements. 


The Traffic World 








Vol. LXIII, No. 20 


Is Mr. Sutherland familiar with the effort, legal argument, 
testimony, brief, and every other means possible, employed by 
the freight forwarding industry to have regulation applied to 
it? Has he ever heard of the Acme decision and the reviews 
made? Does he still contend the forwarder is a broker? If 
he were, how would that correct the rate situation of which he 
so bitterly complains? There is no jurisdiction exercised by 
the Commission over the charges of brokers under the motor 
carrier act. Where would that improve the situation? The 
Commission, after deliberation and hearings, has ruled that 
the forwarder assumes the responsibility of a common carrier. 
Does that answer the brokerage hope and prayer? 

No group more sincerely seeks regulatory application than 
the freight-forwarders. H. R. 4827, while creating a new part 
III, in name only, places the forwarder, as defined, under the 
same regulatory provisions and administration as the motor 
carrier. Its abbreviated form results from reference citations, 
rather than complete repetition of the same provisions as 
appear in part II. 

Even if Mr. Sutherland were to believe his own accusations, 
he could cure such situations, not by opposing H. R. 4827, but 
by accepting it as a cure and fostering its adoption by our legis- 
lators. It contains the corrective remedies he states have been 
lacking to date. The answer to his cumulative series of “whys,” 
is simple: Why don’t you recognize facts, Mr. Sutherland? 

Freight Consolidators & Forwarders 
Institute, M. Forgash, President. 
New York, N. Y., May 12, 1939. 


ILLINOIS TRUCK LEGISLATION 


Roused over the possibility of a stringent week-end truck 
ban bill becoming law, more than a hundred motor carrier, 
labor, shipper and farm representatives, visited Springfield, II1., 
May 17 to express their opposition to the measure. The bill 
would ban all trucks, with certain exceptions, from the high- 
ways of Illinois from midnight on Fridays to 6 a. m. on Monday 
and would include every legal holiday. 

Labor doesn’t like the bill and its representatives told the 
legislators as much at the hearing before the Senate. 

The bill, if enacted, would mean a reduction of from 30 
to 35 per cent in the wages of about 100,000 highway truck driv- 
ers and would adversely affect about 12,000 more local pickup 
and delivery drivers, Michael J. Healey of the Highway Driv- 
ers, Helpers, and Platform Workers Union, declared. Ware- 
houses and platforms would be congested with freight that 
couldn’t be moved, he said, resulting in great loss to shippers 
and merchants. 

Barney Cushman, president of the Central Motor Freight 
Association, said about 170,000 wage earners in Illinois were 
employed as truck drivers and that 250,000 were supporting 
themselves and their families through employment in the vari- 
ous activities of the Illinois motor transport industry. He 
said the small truck operators were most numerous and would, 
therefore, suffer most. He drew on facts gathered in a survey 
of the Central Motor Freight Association to prove that the 
proposed law would not be in the interest of safety. 

“As tax payers contributing over $15,000,000 annually to- 
ward construction and maintenance of our state highway sys- 
tem, Illinois highway haulers are justified in expecting fair 
and equitable treatment at the hands of our law makers,” he 
said. 


“Senate bill 155 would work a hardship, not only on the 
truck operators but also on their employes, the shippers, and 
the public. For these reasons we respectively request that this 
measure be rejected as one that is not in the public interest.” 

Others who testified were: Henry Burger, International 
Brotherhood of Teamsters; Alexander K. Scherer, general man- 
ager, Scherer Freight Lines; Paul Matthias, Illinois Agricul- 
tural Association; O. A. Brouer, private operator; L. Fred 
Winterroth, United Farmers of Illinois; and Garold R. Hansen, 
Inter-State Motor Freight System. 


CONSOLIDATION OF MOTOR BUREAUS 


The board of directors of the Western Truck Line Motor 
Common Carriers Bureau of Des Moines, Ia., has voted to con- 
solidate with the Midwestern Motor Freight Tariff Bureau of 
Kansas City. F. P. Willette has resigned as publishing agent 
of the Midwestern Bureau, effective June 1. 

A committee was selected by the Western Trunk Line 
Bureau to work with a similar one from the Midwestern 
Bureau. It is composed of the following: Walter Hitchens, 
Rock Island Motor Transit Lines; D. O. Barrett, Keeshin 
Freight Lines; M. Krupinsky, Union Transfer Co. of Omaha; 
and Leroy Welch, Des Moines Transportation Compan.y Carl 
Marinello, general manager, Reliable Transit Company, Chi- 
cago, offered the resolution to combine the two bureaus. 
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RAIL TRUCK COORDINATION 


Under the auspices of the Public Utilities Commission of 
Pennsylvania a joint committee of rail and truck people have 
held a series of meetings in an effort to arrive at some under- 
standing that may be used as a basis for rate uniformity in 
that state. A fourth such meeting was held in Harrisburg May 


12, and at the opening Commissioner Beamish made the follow- 
ing statement: 


One of the outstanding needs in the commercial life of Pennsyl- 
vania and of the United States generally is stabilization of transporta- 
tion charges by both rails and trucks. 

Widespread chiseling in the trucking industry, under determined 
and heavy pressure by huge shipping industries is causing the same 
chaotic condition which in the early days of railroad transportation dis- 
graced both big business and the operators of the rail roads. 

In those days rate cutting and secret rebating were common prac- 
tices. The railroad heads were sleeping partners in big shipping in- 
terests to which they granted outrageous rebates. Gigantic industries 
demanded and received rate concessions which swelled their receipts 
and bankrupted their rivals. 

In the period just preceding 1906 the evil had grown to such pro- 
portions that shippers dominated the rail and the rail operated under 
the menace of bankruptcy. 

In 1906 the Hepburn act forbidding rebates and rate discrimination 
was passed. It was fought by the big shippers but Congress wisely 
saw to it that these selfish overlords were harnessed. As for the 
rails, their opposition was swept aside by a storm of public indignation. 
What happened is history. The rails were saved from themselves and 
from their chiseling shippers. All railroad rates were placed on the 
same level so that everyone had notice. Rebating became an in- 
dustrial crime. The public paid approximately what the service was 
worth and competition was reduced to the rivalry in the matters of 
adequate service. 

The comparatively sudden and amazing increase of motor vehicle 
transportation on the highways of the nation has produced a condition 
similar to that in which the railroads found themselves prior to 1906. 
The same big shipping interests that dominated rail transportation 
and forced rate cutting and rebates are now attempting to block 
efficient and equitable regulation of truck transportation. They are 
playing truckers against each other and in many cases have succeeded 
in bringing down rates below the compensable deadline. They are 
arraying truck transportation against rail transportation and pitting 
the small trucker with his inexperience and his desperate economic 
needs against large truck companies whose affairs are well managed. 

I hold the belief that this problem should be viewed in its larger, 
fairer, aspects. Operation by rail and operation by truck should be 
viewed as one integrated transportation problem, with the trucks feed- 
ing the rails and in turn being fed by the rails. 

I believe that the trucking industry has in many instances been 
foolishly induced to overextend itself. Too little attention has been 
paid to costs of operation, to costs of maintenance, to proper deprecia- 
tion, accounting and to all the other elements that enter into trucking 
for fair profit. 

Our accounting bureau has numerous examples of slip shod con- 
duct of truck operations. Here is one instance. A company with a 
gross operating revenue of about one million five hundred thousand 
dollars lost $5,000 in 1937 and more than $18,000 in 1938. This com- 
pany did not increase its rates 10 per cent when the railroads did so 
because its trucking competitors failed to do so. That company is 
going deeper into the red because it lacks confidence in the super- 
iority of its own service to hold tonnage. 

In 1935 this commission passed upon the rate on printing paper 
from Johnsonburg to Philadelphia, which then was 25 cents per 100 
pounds. By successive reductions that rate has been forced down to 
13 cents as published today. If the trucker were hauling but half the 
tonnage at 25 cents he would be far better off than having all the 
tonnage at 13 cents. 

By reason of price cutting this commission is burdened by tariff 
revisions which have made regulation in Pennsylvania a crazy quilt 
of reductions in railroad rates and a chaotic conditions so far as truck 
tariff schedules are concerned. 

We recently made a four days’ check of changes in railroad tar- 
iffs. Here is the result: 

1,697 rate reductions were filed, of which 

1,368 were interstate and 

329 were intrastate 
302 reductions were marked ‘‘to meet motor truck competition.”’ 

The method by which these reductions are accomplished is famil- 
iar. The shipper calls in the trucker and asks his price. He quotes 
that rate to the railroad and gets a lower one. In turn he gets a still 
lower one from the truck and so the vicious circle proceeds until the 
transportation concerns hold the bag. 

There must be a stop to this vicious rate cutting cycle. This 
country needs both the rails and the trucks. In order that there shall 
be proper development of these industries there must be a compensable 
rate base. I expect you gentlemen representing both the rails and the 
trucks to work out a fair basis for agreement which may be presented 
not only to this commission but to the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion and to the regulatory commissions of all the states. 


LABOR IN RAIL-TRUCK CASE 


With a view to protecting the interests of railroad labor, 
the Railway Labor Executives’ Association, in a brief in MC 
89811, application of Louisville & Nashville Railroad Co. opera- 
tion, ask the Commission, in the event it grants the motor 
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application of the railroad it provide that the motor carrier 
service to be performed by the applicant, in conjunction with 
the Railway Express Agency, be restricted as requested by it. 
The requested restrictions the association avers, are such as 
have been imposed in motor common carrier applications by 
the Kansas City Southern, Illinois Central and Texas & Pacific. 

The restrictions limit the service to that which is auxiliary 
to or supplemental of the rail service, limit interchange to 
stations on the railroads, and to traffic moving under a through 
bill of lading. The two routes which the railroad desires to 
use are in Kentucky and Tennessee known as the Elizabeth- 
town-Madisonville and the Nashville-Hopkinsville routes, for 
the handling of less-than-carload freight. 

The brief said the record showed that it was not the inten- 
tion of the applicant to confine its service to freight which 
had had a prior movement by rail or would have such move- 
ment subsequently. It said the railroad should not be permitted 
to invade the field of general motor transportation which was 
not coordinated with railroad service. It said the imposition 
of the requested restrictions would result in the creation of 
the most desirable coordinated service. 


CENTRAL STATES IRON AND STEEL 

The Commission, by division 5, has reopened Ex Parte MC 
21, central territory motor carrier rates, iron and steel, 20,000 
pounds, and has set it for further hearing in connection with 
I. and S. M-654, iron and steel articles, manufactured, in 
Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, and Pennsylvania, at the Hotel Sher- 
man, Chicago, Ill., July 11, before Examiner A. S. Parker. 

The Commission said that rates on iron and steel articles 
in truckloads, minimum 20,000 pounds, were not prescribed in 
Ex Parte MC 21 because of the inadequacy of the record in 
respect of such rates. The question was reserved for the pro- 
duction of a more adequate record. In I. and S. M. 654 the 
Commission suspended rates proposed for application by com- 
mon carriers on iron and steel articles, minimum 20,000 pounds, 
from and to certain points in the territory covered by its 
order in Central Territory Motor Carrier Rates, 8 M. C. C. 
233. The reopening in Ex Parte MC 21 is for further hearing 
on the question of the lawfulness of the rates, rules, regula- 
tions and practices applicable to the transportation of iron and 
steel articles, minimum 20,000 pounds, between the points 
embraced in that proceeding. 


MOTOR ORDERS EFFECTIVE 


The following recommended orders have become effective 
as shown: 

MC 4199, Sub. No. 1, Vincent Goldere’s Sons, Inc., exten- 
sion of operation, Phoenixville, as of May 6; MC 8152, Sub. 
No. 1, George W. Saulpaugh, common carrier application, as 
of May 6; MC 23770, Sub. No. 1, Samuel Platsky, extension, 
Ohio, Michigan, Indiana and Illinois, as of May 5; MC 29486, 
Sub. No. 1, John C. Teter, contract carrier application, as of 
May 5; MC 30411, Sub. No. 1, Foote & Hynes Trucking Co., 
Inc., contract carrier application, as of May 5; MC 30942, Sub. 
No. 1, Evans Line, Inc., common carrier application, as of 
May 5; MC 42606, Carrar Trucking Co., Inc., contract carrier 
application, as of May 5; MC 48704, Sub. No. 2, Columbia 
Terminals Co., extension, Terre Haute, as of May 5; MC 50978, 
Gaspare D’Agata, contract carrier application, as of May 5; 
MC 58985, Sub. No. 1, Frank Goldapp, contract carrier appli- 
cation, as of May 5; MC 62423 and Sub. No. 1, James A. Lewers 
and John M. McCauley, contract carrier application, as of May 
4; MC 62621, Sub. No. 1, A. W. Shepherd, common carrier 
extension, as of May 6; MC 64798, Sub. No. 1, Albert M. 
Thelen, extension of operations, Astoria, Bellingham, Coeur 
d’Alene, etc., as of May 3; MC 65153, Sub. No. 1, Fruge Truck 
Line, Lake Charles-Jennings, La., extension, as of May 5; MC 
74632, T. J. Fletcher, contract carrier application, as of May 
5; MC 85412, Roy Carl Hendricks, common carrier application, 
as of May 1; MC 89543, Frank Toth, common carrier applica- 
tion, as of May 4; MC 89637, Henry M. Long, common carrier 
application, as of May 5; MC 89767, Robert C. Dick, common 
carrier application, as of May 5; MC 89793, Mari-Jean Motor 
Lines, Inc., contract carrier application, as of May 4; MC 90147, 
Francis A. Bartlett, common carrier application, as of April 27; 
MC 93208, Leroy Johnson, common carrier application, as of 
May 4; MC 93403, Leon H. Taylor and John A. Millsap, com- 
mon carrier application, as of May 5; MC 93792, John Mezza- 
lingua, common carrier application, as of May 5; MC 93846, 
Charles E. Davis, common carrier application, as of May 5; 
MC 94306, W. M. Liveringhouse, common carrier application, 
as of May 5; MC 94455, Erwin D. Bliven, common carrier 
application, as of May 5; MC 94583, Ira B. Edwards, common 
carrier application, as of May 5; MC 94655, Walter Nelson 
McQuigg, common carrier application, as of April 29; MC 
94744, M. P. The Two Bros., Inc., common carrier application, 
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as of May 6; MC 95177, F. C. Wellenstein, common carrier 
application, as of May 4; MC 95753, Jack Spady, Jr., common 
carrier application, as of May 4; MC 95760, Greenwich Haulage 
Company, Inc., common carrier application, as of May 6; 
MC 46375, Sub. No. 1, John W. Lassiter, extension of op- 
erations, Pennsylvania points, as of May 4; MC 86206, Eli 
Carwright, common carrier application, as of May 1; MC 
89083, Warren E. Perkins, common carrier application, as of 
May 4; MC 89437, Orville Sydnor, contract carrier application, 
as of May 4; MC 89627, New Mexico Transit Co., common 
carrier application, as of May 4; MC 89663, Richard Ralph 
Biehl, contract carrier application, as of May 4; MC 89754, 
Dorothy Bolin, common carrier application, as of May 4; MC 
89774, Walter J. Stephans, contract carrier application, as of 
May 1; MC 89777, William Peters, common carrier application, 
as of May 1; MC 89782, Albert S. Olson, common carrier ap- 
plication, as of May 1; MC 89878, Elwell Linwood Pierce, com- 
mon carrier application, as of May 2; MC 90967, Otto Graham, 
common carrier application, as of May 4; MC 91026, and Sub. 
No. 1, Clesson Keller, common carrier application, as of May 
4; MC 91225, George J. Huetig, common carrier application, as 
of May 4; MC 91640, Lester McWhorter, common carrier ap- 
plication, as of May 4; MC 91683, Arthur D. Mertz, common 
carrier application, as of May 4; MC 93052, John J. Williams, 
contract carrier application, as of May 4; MC 93086, John 
Woltman, common carrier application, as of May 4; MC 93363, 
Herman Schneider, common carrier application, as of May 4; 
MC 93381, Clifford Howard Wiegel, common carrier applica- 
tion, as of May 4; MC 93401, John Graber, common carrier 
application, as of May 4; MC 93511, Larry Losier, contract 
carrier application, as of May 4; MC 93632, Rudolph Pospeshill, 
common carrier application, as of May 4; MC 93674, Rosea 
Maynard, common carrier application, as of May 4; MC 93907, 
Lloyd M. Pick, common carrier application, as of May 4; MC 
94152, T. J. Liveringhouse, common carrier application, as of 
May 4; MC 94230, Mike Erlach, common carrier application, 
as of May 4; MC 94324, Henry McNally, common carrier ap- 
plication, as of May 4; MC 94646, Fred F. Kretz, common car- 
rier application, as of May 4; MC 94687, Harold Brady, common 
carrier application, as of May 4; MC 95063, Lenus Anderson, 
common carrier application, as of May 4; MC 95098, James A. 
Smith, common carrier application, as of May 4; MC 95213, 
Nile Harkins, common carrier application, as of May 4; MC 
95326, Melvin R. Scholting, common carrier application, as of 
May 4; MC 95478, C. A. Caruth, common carrier application, as 
of May 4; MC 95508, Ted Jacobs, common carrier application, 
as of May 4; MC 22, Sub. No. 1, Joe Davis, common carrier ap- 
plication, as of May 3; MC 10886, Sub. No. 1, L. L. Mockenhaupt 
and estate of A. L. Mockenhaupt, H. O. O’Reilly, administrator, 
extension, San Diego, as of May 1; MC 21093, Wilford Cul- 
berson Majors, common carrier application, as of May 3; MC 
21684, Charles E. Danbury, contract carrier application, as of 
April 29; MC 69226, Roemer Brothers Trucking Co., Inc., con- 
tract carrier application, as of April 25; MC 88625, Joseph Rossi 
and John Rossi, contract carrier application, as of May 3; MC 
89450, Tom Towers, Inc., contract carrier application, as of 
May 3; MC 89500, John Ferrante, contract carrier application, 
as of April 28; MC 89516, Joseph J. Brickley, common carrier 
application, as of April 28; MC 89699, Adrian A. Ward, con- 
tract carrier application, as of May 3; MC 89720, Howard W. 
Juett, common carrier application, as of May 3; MC 89791, Wil- 
liam E. Minium, common carrier application, as of May 3; 
MC 89808, R. E. Morgan, contract carrier application, as of 
May 3; MC 89821, Philip Hall, contract carrier application, as 
of May 3; MC 89882, Hazen Acheson, common carrier applica- 
tion, as of May 1; MC 89898, Arthur B. Anderson, contract 
carrier application, as of May 2; MC 89958, John Lillethun 
and Mary Lillethun, common carrier application as of April 
28; MC 90062, A. E. Frosch and C. H. Eberts, receivers for 
W. T. Anderson Co., common carrier application, as of May 
3; MC 91612, James E. McDonald, contract carrier applica- 
tion, as of April 28; MC 91971, Howard E. Parsons, common 
carrier application, as of May 3; MC 92215, Kenneth M. Roes, 
common carrier application, as of May 2; MC 93245, Victor 
J. Ebling, contract carrier application, as of May 2; MC 93355, 
William E. Brown, common carrier application, as of April 
27; MC 93405, Clarence A. Kinsley, common carrier applica- 
tion, as of May 3; MC 93994, Kimber Gilbert, common carrier 
application, as of March 16; MC 94243, Alfred Schermer, com- 
mon carrier application, as of May 3; MC 94465, Walter Henry, 
common carrier application, as of April 28; MC 94473, Jake 
Albright, common carrier application, as of May 3; MC 94541, 
Attmore Robinson, Jr., common carrier application, as of April 
27; MC 94595, Robert L. Dufour, common carrier application, 
as of March 9; MC 94645, Arnold Herman Wacker, common 
carrier application, as of May 3; MC 94911, R. B. Barnett, com- 
mon carrier application, as of May 3; MC 95200, Hyman Rosen, 
common carrier application, as of April 28; MC 95770, Joseph 
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Francescone, common carrier application, as of April 28; MC 
95782, Herman Hirsh, contract carrier application, as of April 
28; MC 8768, Sub. No. 1, Security Storage & Van Co., Inc., 
common carrier application, as of May 5; MC 18610 Sub. 
No. 7, Kar] Obert, extension of operations, as of May 4; MC 
88420, Scotty’s Moving & Storage, common carrier applica- 
tion, as of May 5; MC 88726, Michael Marchese, contract 
carrier application, as of May 5; MC 89358, Frank Battaglia, 
common carrier application, as of May 6; MC 89396, Herbert 
Vollbrecht, common carrier application, as of May 4; MC 
89410, Alice Coupland Syers, common carrier application, as 
of May 6; MC 89418, Everett F. Barry, common carrier ap- 
plication, as of May 4; MC 89487, Henry M. Trujillo, com- 
mon carrier application, as of May 5; MC 89634, Orban Ernest 
Price, common carrier application, as of May 5; MC 89753, 
Louis Sultan, contract carrier application, as of May 6; MC 
89785, A. O. Males and V. A. Ponder, common carrier appli- 
cation, as of May 6; MC 89925, Oliver W. Brate, common car- 
rier application, as of May 5; MC 91795, Harold E. Moore, 
common carrier application, as of May 4; MC 91956, E. J. 
Perrine, contract carrier application, as of May 6; MC 92327, 
Rudy J. Schroeder, common carrier application, as of May 4; 
MC 92488, George W. Sperry, common carrier application, as 
of May 6; MC 92937, Joseph P. Hunt, contract carrier appli- 
cation, as of May 6; MC 93082, Amos McColley, common car- 
rier application, as of May 6; MC 93187, Martin Burton Enos, 
Sr., common carrier application, as of May 6; MC 93187 
Sub. No. 1, Martin Burton Enos, Sr., extension, New York, 
as of May 6; MC 93443, Albany Schenectady Bus Lines, Inc., 
common carrier application, as of May 6; MC 94252, Wilbur 
Shawgo, common carrier application, as of May 5; MC 94767, 
Floyd Haun, common carrier application, as of May 5; MC 
94846, Harold S. Thomson, common carrier application, as of 
May 5; 94860, Christian Horn, Jr., common carrier applica- 
tion, as of May 6; MC 94866, William H. Soden, common car- 
rier application, as of May 5; MC 95054, Oral G. Pickering, 
common carrier application, as of May 6; MC 95155, White- 
head and Eaton, common carrier application, as of May 5; 
MC 95176, Henry W. Hattig, common carrier application, as 
of May 6; MC 95237, George N. Hull, common carrier appli- 
catiton, as of May 5; MC 95318, Hannah Light, common car- 
rier application, as of May 6; MC 95404, Virgil Williams, 
common carrier application, as of May 5; MC 95459, Lowell 
Stranathan, common carrier application, as of May 5; MC 
95640, Virgil Burke, common carrier application, as of May 
6; MC 95691, Newton Beck, common carrier application, as 
of May 6; MC 95744, Atlantic Transportation Company, 
Inc., common carrier application, as of May 5; MC 15792, 
Sub. No. 3, Donat Gaudette, extension of operations, as 
of May 8; MC 22112, Sub. No. 3, Motor Convoy, Inc., 
Tennessee extension, as of May 8; MC 29655 Sub. No. 2, Wil- 
liam T. Murphy, common carrier application, as of May 8; 
MC 39063 Sub. No. 4; Union Pacific Stages, Inc., extension, 
new U. S. highway 91, as of May 8; MC 60012 Sub. No. 4, 
Rio Grande Motor Way, Inc., Pueblo, Leadville, Westcliffe, 
extension, as of May 8; MC 72239 Sub. No. 1, L. L. Hammond, 
extension, Iowa, Massachusetts, Missouri, as of May 8; MC 
89875, Louisiana Motor Coaches, common carrier application, 
as of May 8; MC 90767, Joseph A. Esposito, common car- 
rier application, as of May 8; MC 90853, Everett Frahm, com- 
mon carrier application, as of May 8; MC 91124, Harry Hel- 
mer, common carrier application, as of May 5; MC 91801, 
W. H. Moore, common carrier application, as of May 8; MC 
92018, John Pfund, common carrier application, as of May 8; 
MC 92149, Sherman S. Knauer, common carrier application, 
as of May 8; MC 92697, Glen Viessman, common carrier ap- 
plication, as of May 8; MC 92705, Carl Von Rentzell and 
George Von Rentzell, common carrier application, as of May 
8; MC 92936, Elmer Londberg, common carrier application, 
as of May 8; MC 93050, Lawrence B. Antonellis, contract 
carrier application, as of May 8; MC 94089, Ward B. Price, 
common carrier application, as of May 5. 


MOTOR VEHICLE REGISTRATIONS 

Motor vehicle registrations in 1938 totaled 29,485,680, a 
decrease of seven-tenths of one per cent below the 1937 figure, 
according to reports of state agencies to the Bureau of Public 
Roads, United States Department of Agriculture. Registrations 
consisted of 25,261,649 passenger vehicles and 4,224,031 trucks. 
These figures do not include 109,761 federally owned vehicles 
and 257,469 vehicle operated by state, counties, etc. One-third 
of the states reported small increases in registration, while 
two-thirds reported slight decreases. 

Total registration fees for all vehicles amounted to $340,- 
061,000. Miscellaneous receipts such as fees for permits and 
certificates of title, fines, and penalties brought total receipts 
to $388,825,000. 
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MOTOR ACT PROSECUTIONS 


W. E. LaBounty and Walker-Smith Co., of Brownwood, 
Tex., have paid fines totaling $1,100 on pleas of guilty in the 
federal court for the western district of Texas, San Antonio 
division, on a criminal information charging violation of the 
motor carrier act, according to a statement by Secretary Bar- 
tel, of the Commission. W. E. LaBounty, Mrs. Lillie LaBounty 
and Mrs. Ethel Allen, a partnership, doing business as Lampasas 
Grain Co., according to the statement, were enjoined from 
further violation of the act. 

LaBounty, according to the statement, was charged with 
transporting commodities as a common carrier without author- 
ity and without having filed tariffs. Walker-Smith Co. was 
charged with aiding and abetting that operation by reason of 
having knowingly used the services of an unauthorized carrier. 
Both, it said, were accused of fradulently seeking to evade and 
defeat regulation. 

The court, according to the statement, was informed that 
the corporation had purchased merchandise in carload quantities 
to be shipped by water to a Texas port, thence by rail or motor 
vehicle to specified Texas points where the corporation main- 
tained branch warehouses. By agreement between the parties 
defendant, the corporation notified the transporting water car- 
rier that certain shipments of merchandise had been sold to the 
carrier. The carrier, it said, would then receive the shipments 
at ship-side and transport them to the corporation’s places of 
business, ostensibly as a private carrier transporting its own 
property, when in fact the transportation was on a compensa- 
tion basis of 15 cents a hundred pounds, the difference between 
the carrier’s alleged purchase and selling price. 

In regard to foreign shipments of binder twine, the state- 
ment said, a foreign manufacturer had a representative at Hous- 
ton with whom orders were ordinarily placed by the corporate 
defendant in the name of the carrier defendant who would re- 
ceive the shipments at ship-side and transport them to its place 
of business at Lampasas. Thereafter, it said, the corporation 
would pick up and deliver the twine to its various warehouses. 
The corporation, it said, purportedly purchased the twine from 
the carrier paying 15 cents in excess of the purported original 
cost price to the carrier. 

The Commission has been advised, according to a statement 
by Secretary Bartel, that Judge Cooper in the federal court at 
Albany, N. Y., has granted a Commission application for a pre- 
liminary injunction restraining and enjoining James L. Cleve- 
land Trucking Co., Inc., its officers, agents and employes from 
trasporting property by motor vehicle as a motor carrier until 
such time as it has acquired a certificate or permit from the 
Commission authorizing such operations, and until such time as 
it shall have on file and in effect insurance or other adequate 
security for protection of the public. 


According to another statement, the Commission has been 
advised that Pat N. Lancaster, of Tuscaloosa, Ala., has been 
fined $300 in the federal court for the northern district of Ala- 
bama, western division, on a plea of guilty to an information 
charging violations of the motor carrier act. The court, the 
statement said, ordered payment of $100 of the fine and sus- 
pended payment of the balance for two years, conditioned on 
good behavior. The 3-count information charged Lancaster 
with transporting used household goods between Tuscaloosa, 
Ala., and Daytona Beach, Fla., without a certificate and with- 
out having tariffs on file with the Commission. 


The Commission has also been informed, according to an- 
other statement by the secretary, that Mallie L. Bolton, of 
Tuscaloosa, Ala., has been fined $1,000 in the federal court for 
the northern district of Alabama, western division, on his plea 
of guilty to an information charging violations of the motor 
carrier act. The court, the statement said, required payment 
of $400 of the fine and suspended the balance for two years, 
conditioned on good behavior. The information, consisting of 
10 counts, the statement said, charged Bolton with transporting 
property between points in Mississippi, Tennessee, Georgia, 
Florida, North Carolina and South Carolina, without a certifi- 
cate or insurance and with failure to remit c.o.d. collections to 
shippers within the time limits prescribed in his tariff. The 
statement pointed out that Bolton in his operations delayed 
payment of c.o.d. collections in five instances from 30 to 90 days. 

Judge Thomas B. Kennedy has fined Stanley Overbaugh 
and Orville S. Overbaugh, co-partners, doing business as See 
Ben Transfer and as See Ben Transfer Co. $200 on their plea 
of guilty in the federal court for the district of Wyoming to 
a 10-count information charging the offering, giving and grant- 
ing of rebates in violation of the motor carrier act, according 
to a statement by Secretary Bartel. At the same time, said 
the statement, Judge Kennedy fined the Table Supply Co., As- 
sociated Grocers of Wyoming, Inc., and Paul Huber, president 
and manager of the corporations, $900 on pleas of guilty to an 
information charging soliciting, accepting and receiving conces- 
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sions and rebates in violation of the motor carrier act. The 
statement said that the Overbaughs operated as common car- 
riers of general commodities between Denver, Colo., and Cas- 
per, Wyo. The Table Supply Co., it said, was engaged in gen- 
eral mercantile business at Casper, Wyo.; that Associated Gro- 
cers of Wyoming, Inc., was engaged in a variety of activities, 
but principally in the wholesale grocery business; and that 
Huber was president and manager of both corporations. 

According to the statement, the Overbaughs and Huber 
entered into an arrangement for the transportation of freight 
for the before mentioned corporations from Denver to Casper 
at a flat rate of 50 cents regardless of the kind, class or quan- 
tity involved. The arrangement, it said, after the carrier filed 
their tariffs in compliance with the motor carrier act, resulted 
in wholesale concessions. About January, 1938, on becoming ap- 
prehensive of detection and in order to more effectively to 
conceal their transactions, the statement said they formulated 
a plan of billing and settled for the freight at the lawful rates 
and at the same time paid the rebates by means of checks 
which were not deposited or cashed at the bank, but were re- 
deemed in cash and destroyed. At one time, it said, Huber 
was in possession of post-dated checks totaling about $1,400 
covering rebates. He had demanded the checks from the Over- 
baughs as a condition to the payment of about $1,300 freight 
due to them, but the bank on which the rebate checks had been 
drawn had been directed by the Overbaughs to stop payment. 
As a part of the plan and to make the accounts on the books 
of the shippers appear to correspond with the amount of freight 
transported on some shipments at lawful rates, Huber, without 
making any payment thereon, procured the endorsement of the 
carriers on checks covering the discrepancies, continued the 
statement. 

The Commission has been advised, according to a notice by 
Secretary Bartel, that Paul Wadley, of Shawnee, Okla., has 
been fined $750 in the federal court for the eastern district of 
Oklahoma on a plea of guilty to a 10-count information charg- 
ing operation without a certificate in violation of the motor car- 
rier act. Wadley, doing business as Hot Shot Truck Line, ac- 
cording to the notice, transported a large quantity of oil field 
equipment for the Carter Oil Co. from points in Oklahoma to 
oil field locations in Arkansas. The statement pointed out that 
Wadley had been informed of his violation but continued opera- 
tion. Wadley, since the filing of the information, said the state- 
ment, had acquired by purchase, authority to transport oil field 
equipment into Arkansas. 

The Commission has also been informed that Judge W. C. 
Chestnut, in the federal court at Baltimore, Md., has fined 
Continental Transportation Lines, Inc., $300, and William H. 
Rose and J. G. Watt, $100 each, on pleas of nolo contendere 
and guilty, respectively, to violations of the motor carrier act. 
Continental, according to the statement, was charged with 
offering, granting and giving rebates with respect to the trans- 
portation of property in interstate or foreign commerce, and 
Rose and Watt were charged with aiding and abetting Con- 
tinental in the commission of such offenses. Continental op- 
erates between points in Pennsylvania, Maryland, Ohio and 
New York. Rose, of Pittsburgh, Pa., is secretary-treasurer and 
general manager of the corporation, and Watt is the division 
manager in charge of operations in Maryland. The rebates, the 
statement said, were paid and granted to the traffic manager of 
a large shipper in Hagerstown, Md., not named, in accordance 
with an understanding between the carrier and the traffic man- 
ager that defendant would pay to such traffic manager an 
amount equal to five per cent of the compensation received by 
the carrier for the transportation of property from the place 
of business of the employer of the traffic manager. 


CHICAGO MOTOR TARIFF 


Representatives of six trucking groups met in Chicago 
May 12 to perfect an organization to settle problems of the 
motor freight industry of the Chicago area, including a pick up 
and delivery tariff. 

This group, it is declared, will set a precedent in its pro- 
posed tariff which is set up specifically to settle the problem 
of participation of local cartage operators with tariffs of line- 
haul carriers. 

The groups interested in and represented on this committee 
of twenty-two are: Central States Motor Freight Bureau, Inc., 
Illinois Motor Truck Operators’ Association, Central Motor 
Freight Association, Cartage Exchange of Chicago, Suburban 
Carriers and Terminal group. 

The document will be known as Pick Up and Delivery 
Tariff No. 1. The publishing agents will be: Walter McCarron, 
for the Illinois Motor Truck Operators’ Association; William 
J. Lynch, Jr., for the Cartage Exchange, and W. L. Meyers, 
agent for the Central States Bureau, as issuing agent. 

It will be a participation tariff of the cartage operators by 
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reference, with the line-haul carriers’ tariff rates until such 
time as it is decided to place definite rates in the pick up and 
delivery tariff. 

Frank Purse, director of division eight, of the Bureau of 
Motor Carriers, who had returned from a ten-day visit to 
Washington, reported that the proceedings of the committee 
were attracting favorable interest among officials in Washing- 
ton. 

“Your committee’s work is highly approved in Washing- 
ton,” he declared. ‘From my conversations I drew the con- 
clusion that the representatives of the Commission wish your 
committee’s work to be continued in the interest of stabiliza- 
tion of motor freight rates of the trucking industry. They 
believe your committee is on the right track to help settle a 
vexing problem that has come up under the motor carrier act.’ 

Robert J. McBride, dean of the College of Advanced Traffic, 
was invited to be present to give his views on the problem of a 
pick-up and delivery tariff. He pointed out difficulties, but 
explained how he believed such a tariff could be started under 
the present plan for participation in rates of the line-haul 
carriers until such time as definite rates could be decided on. 


COLORS ON MOTOR VEHICLES 


The Commission, by division 5, has modified Ex Parte MC 
4, qualifications of employes and safety of operation and equip- 
ment of common and contract carrier by motor vehicle, so that 
part III of the rules approved will have added to Rule 2, sec- 
tion A, the following proviso: “Lighting devices and reflectors 
—that the color blue or purple may be used on the front and 
rear of any motor vehicle in a device to indicate the speed 
at which the motor vehicle is moving.” 





MOTOR ORDERS STAYED 

The Commission, by division 5, has stayed until its further 
order the recommended orders made in the following motor 
carrier cases: 

MC 94861, Mack Corwin, Inc., common carrier applica- 
tion; MC 95558, Arval Grow, common carrier application; 
MC 48602, Sub. No. 5, Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Rail- 
way Co., Horton-Fairbury extension; MC 86678, Transport, 
Inc., common carrier application. 


A. T. A. EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE 


The executive committee of the American Trucking Asso- 
ciations, Inc., at a meeting in New York, May 16, fixed Octo- 
ber 23, 24 and 25 for the time of the annual meeting of the 
association at the Stevens Hotel in Chicago. 

Meeting the following day in Washington, the committee 
considered S. 2009, the Wheeler-Truman bill. Members of the 
committee thought there should be amendments sought to the 
bill and were disappointed because no provision was made for 
regulation of forwarders. Objection was voiced to the provi- 
sion authorizing the Commission to require common carriers 
by railroad to handle their less-than-carload freight, etc. It 
was contended that, under it, independent forwarders could be 
put out of business. The motor industry wanted the for- 
warders regulated but not put out of business, it was stated. 


TEMPORARY MOTOR OPERATIONS 

In MC F-845, Oregon Motor Stages, purchase, George H. 
Lewis (Margaret H. Lewis, executrix), the Commission, by 
division 5, has authorized for a period not exceeding 180 days, 
temporary lease of operating rights and property of George H. 
Lewis, of Portland, Ore., by Oregon Motor Stages, at a total 
rental not exceeding $75 a month. 

In MC F-880, Alvin R. Holmes, purchase, Harris W. Black- 
mar, and MC F-881, Alvin R. Holmes, purchase, Percy C. Cas- 
well, the Commission, by division 5, has authorized, for a 
period not exceeding 180 days, temporary lease by Alvin R. 
Holmes, of Worcester, Mass., dba Jones Express and Holmes 
Transportation Service, of operating rights and property of 
Harris W. Blackmar, of Laconia, N. H., dba Blackmar Express, 
and Percy C. Caswell, of Manchester, N. H., dba Caswell’s 
Manchester & Keene Express, respectively, at a total rental 
as to each not exceeding $100 a month. 


CENTRAL MOTOR FREIGHT CONVENTION 


Lieutenant Governor John Stelle, of Illinois, will be the 
speaker at the ninth annual convention banquet of the Central 
Motor Freight Association, to be held in the grand ballroom of 
the Stevens Hotel, Chicago, June 1, it is announced by Barney 
Cushman, president of the association. Although not announc- 
ing his subject at the time of accepting the invitation, the 
Lieutenant Governor is expected to discuss the proposed pro- 
gram for improving highways in Illinois. More than 1,000 
truckers, shippers and other leaders in highway transportation 
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activities throughout the Middle West are expected to attend 
this banquet, said Mr. Cushman. 

The annual business meeting of the association will be held 
in the afternoon. In addition to Illinois, states to be repre- 
sented include Wisconsin, Iowa, Missouri, Kentucky, Indiana, 
Ohio, Michigan, Minnesota and Pennsylvania. 

The convention banquet will bring to a close a drive for 
sustaining members of the association, Mr. Cushman an- 
nounced. Following the address of the evening, an entertain- 
ment program will be presented. 


MOTOR HOURS OF SERVICE 


Director Blanning, of the Commission’s Bureau of Motor 
Carriers, has issued what might be called a hand book for driv- 
ers of motor vehicles telling them what is required by the 
motor carrier act and the regulations of the Commission per- 
taining to hours of service, and the meaning of terms used 
in the law and regulations. The publication, a mimeographed 
pamphlet of ten pages, is called an administrative ruling, No. 
79. It is, however, confined to the one subject of law and 
regulations pertaining to the service of drivers, under the 
topical heads of general information, reports to the Commis- 
sion on the subject of hours of service, the driver’s daily log 
and the sleeper cab. 

The answer to the first question treated under the head 
of “general information” contains as the last sentence therein 
the declaration that, “the regulations do not apply to private 
carriers.” The last declaration in the publication is that, 
“drivers of motor vehicles exempt from general regulations 
by the following section of the motor carrier act, 1935 (sec- 
tion 203 (b)), are not exempt from the hours of service reg- 
ulations,” meaning the regulations promulgated by the Com- 
mission. 


FREIGHT CLAIM DIVISION PROGRAM 


The freight claim division of the Association of American 
Railroads has announced the program for its annual meeting 
to be held at the Hotel Jefferson, St. Louis, Mo., May 23, 24 
and 25. On the first day there will be addresses by J. B. 
Mordecai, traffic manager, Richmond, Fredericksburg and 
Potomac, Richmond, Va., chairman of the division; L. W. Bald- 
win, president, Missouri Pacific, St. Louis, and J. W. King, 
vice-president, operations and maintenance department, A.A.R. 
In the afternoon there will be reports from the general com- 
mittee and a number of other committees as well as election 
of officers and committee members. 

The second day will be loss and damage prevention day. 
After the report of the committee on prevention of loss and 
damage there will be open forum discussions of shipper co- 
operation in claim prevention activities, carrier prevention ac- 
tivities, live stock damage, handling of less-carload freight, 
concealed damage and a number of other subjects. 

The final day will be devoted to two business sessions. 
At the same time there will be an informal conference of 
carrier loss and damage prevention field men at which prob- 
lems faced by these men in their daily work will be discussed. 


Digest of New Complaints 





No. 28267, James N. Russell and Russell Grain Co., Kansas City, Mo., 
mA. To. eB. FH. OE Ol. 

Rates, bulk corn, St. Joseph, Mo., to points in Kan. and Okla., 
which had originated in other states in violation of section 1. Asks 
reparation. (W. R. Scott, 1419 Board of Trade Bidg., Kansas City, 
Mo.) 

No. 28268, Amerada Petroleum Corporation, New York, N. Y., vs. A. 
T. & S. F. et al. 

Rates, wrought iron or steel pipe, points in Ark., Kan., La., Okla., 
N. M. and Tex. to destinations in Ark., Kan., La., Okla., N. M. 
and Tex. in violation of section 1. Asks reparation. (Allmand M. 
Blow, vice-president, P. O. Box 2040 Tulsa, Okla.) 

No. 28269, Pilgrim Plywood Corporation, Waterbury, Vt., vs. Central 
Vermont et al. 

Rates, box shooks, Waterbury to Amsterdam, N. Y., in violation 
of section 1. Asks reparation. (Abner Pollack, 1148 Manor Ave., 
New York, N. Y.) 

No. 28271, American Woolen Co., Inc., New York, N. Y., vs. B. & M. 
et al. 

Rates, woolen piece goods, Enfield and Lebanan, N. H., to Pier 
29, East River, New York in violation of sections 1 and 3 the undue 
preference being for shippers having the benefit of lower rates 
via other routes. Ask waiver of collection of outstanding charges 
and reparation of $1.88. (J. S. Hamilton, 150 Causeway St., Boston, 
Mass.) 
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Questions and Answers 


N this column will be answered questions of both legal and practical 
nature that confront persons dealing with traffic. A specialist on inter- 
state commerce law, who is a member of our special service department, 
will give his opinion in answer to any simple question relating to the law 
of interstate transportation of freight. The same man, with long experience 
and wide knowledge, will answer questions relating to practical traffic prob- 


lems. We do not desire to take the place of the traffic man but to help him 
in his work. 


The right is reserved to refuse to answer in this column any question, 
legal or traffic, that it may appear to us unwise to answer or that involves a 
situation too complex for the kind of investigation herein contemplated. If a 
more comprehensive answer to a question is desired than is thought proper for 
this column, the department will answer it by letter for a reasonable charge. 


No attention will be paid to anonymous communications or questions 
from nonsubscribers. 


Address Questions and Answers Department, 
Traffic Service Corporation, Earle Building, Washington, D. C. 
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Tariff Interpretation—Mixed Carload—Printed Advertising 
Matter 


Michigan.—Question: We are not satisfied with decisions 
tendered us in regard to straight and mixed carloads. That 
which constitutes a mixed car, and cars we have shipped as 
straight cars, is the bases for this addition to your question 
column. 

On a 30,000 pound carload of medicine from Kalamazoo, 
Michigan, to New York City, rate 77c per 100 lbs., according 
to the Consolidated Classification we are entitled to include 
10 per cent of the weight of the medicine in printed advertis- 
ing matter of 3,000 pounds at the 77c rate. However, in the 
Exceptions to the Official Classification, under the heading 
Mixed Cars, we are allowed but 5 per cent—1,500 lbs. at the 
77c rate. On a car of medicine with but one other item in the 
car and that printed advertising matter, is it reasonable that 
it should be conceded a mixed car? We feel we are entitled 
to the 10 per cent privilege on printed advertising matter, 
advertising the goods shipped, of course, in cars of this kind. 
May we have your opinion in this matter? 

In our cars we from time to time include a few other 
than medicinal items, paying the L. C. L. rate on them. A 
box of K. D. flat, stationery or possibly a carton of printed 
forms. If these three boxes, weighing, for example, 300 Ibs., 
together with 3,000 lbs. advertising matter and 30,000 lbs. 
medicine totaling 33,300 lbs. were shipped in a car from Kala- 
mazoo, Mich., to New York City, would you consider the ship- 
ment a mixed or straight carload? It is understood that we 
would pay charges on the K. D. F. item at the third class $1.08, 
first class on stationery $1.54 and $1.31 on forms second class. 

Answer: We can locate no decision of the Commission in 
which the questions you raise have been considered. 

It is our opinion, however, that regardless of whether 
printed advertising matter included with a 30,000 lb. ecar- 
load of medicine be considered a mixed carload of medicine 
and printed advertising matter or a straight carload of medi- 
cine, the provisions of Item 460 of the Exceptions to Official 
Classification, Agent Jones’ Tariff I. C. C. 3214 apply, that is, 
the above provisions and not the provisions of Consolidated 
Freight Classification No. 13 apply, if the printed matter is to 
be accorded the rate or rating applicable on the medicine with 
which it is shipped as the rules and regulations contained in 
the Classification Exceptions take precedence over those in the 
classification proper. The fact that the provisions of Rule 10 
would apply in the absence of the provisions contained in Item 
460 of the Exceptions to Official Classification, which are 
termed exceptions to Rule 10, seems to confirm the contention 
of the carriers that such a shipment is a mixed carload ship- 
ment. 

As to the shipment containing medicine, stationery or 
printed forms and advertising matter, the statements above 
apply as to the advertising matter and medicine, the applicable 
rate on the entire shipment being that which is provided for 
in Rule 10 of the Consolidated Classification either Section 1 
or Section 3, whichever results in the lower charge. 


Tariff Interpretation—Car Trucks and Car Wheels 


Pennsylvania.—Question: We attach hereto copy of Item 
2200 series to Santa Fe Tariff 6806-L, I. C. C. 12705, and 
would appreciate your advices, whether or not, according to 
your interpretation the provisions of this item could be made 
applicable on shipments of loose railway car wheels, when 
shipped separate in carloads. 

We appreciate the fact that wheels are not specifically 
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mentioned in this item, nevertheless the item does provide for 
“trucks and parts of same” and we feel that wheels would be 
part of a car or locomotive truck. 

It will also be noted that the item provides for car wheels 
centers and car wheel tires, these two items when assembled 
constitute a complete wheel and we feel it would be the same 
as a mixed carload of wheel centers and tires combined. 

Your kind advice in this matter will be appreciated. 

Answer: The Commission has held that commodity items 
are to be read in the light of the classification. In Consoli- 
dated Classification car and locomotive wheels are rated sep- 
arately from car and locomotive trucks. It is therefore our 
opinion that the entry for trucks and parts thereof, car or 
locomotive, as contained in Item 2200-A of the tariff to which 
you refer, will not apply on car wheels. 


Conversion—Liability of Carrier 


Wisconsin.—Question: Recently we made an L. C. L. 
shipment on a straight bill of lading, consigned to a concern, 
our customer, but specified on the face of the bill the follow- 
ing notation in quotation marks, “For John Smith & Company.” 
Delivery was made by the carrier to John Smith & Company 
instead of the party to whom the shipment was consigned. The 
party that received the goods used the material without pay- 
ing the consignee. 

Do we have any recourse against the carrier for deliver- 
ing the merchandise to other than the party to whom it was 
consigned ? 

Please let us have your opinion and advice, a definite rul- 
ing, if possible, covering a situation of this kind. 

Answer: The duty of a carrier is not merely to convey 
safely the goods entrusted to it, but also to deliver them to 
the party designated by the terms of the shipment or to his 
order at the place of destination. This duty to deliver to the 
proper person is absolute. If a carrier delivers goods to a 
person not entitled to receive them it is liable to the person 
who is entitled to them for conversion, rendering it imme- 
diately liable, irrespective of its good faith in making the 
delivery. No question of care arises, for in such case the 
carrier acts at its peril and is liable regardless of negligence. 
See, St. Louis, etc., R. Co. vs. Larned, 103 Ill. 293; St. Louis, 
etc., R. Co. vs. Rose, 20 Ill. Ap. 670; Illinois Ceneral R. Co. 
vs. Parks, 54 Ill. 294. 

As the shipment to which you refer was consigned to 
your customer, it is our opinion that the carrier is liable in con- 
version for delivering it to John Smith & Co., notwithstanding 
that the notation “For John Smith & Company” appeared on 
the face of the bill of lading. This notation presumably was for the 
information of the consignee, but at any rate it did not, in our 
opinion, constitute an instruction to the carrier to deliver 
the shipment to that party, in view of the fact that the bill 
of lading, as we understand, contained in the designated space, 
the name of the consignee of the shipment. In this connection, 
see the provisions of Sections 9 and 10 of the Bill or Lading 
Act. 


Motor Carriers—Duty of Shipper to Ascertain Whether 
Truckman Has Certificate 


New Jersey.—Question: We would like an answer to the 
following questions: 

Is it the duty of a shipper, when hiring a truck for use in 
interstate commerce, to ascertain if the truckman has a cer- 
tificate to operate in interstate commerce and if he has the 
proper tariffs filed? 

In cases where a customer hires a truck and sends this 
truck into a shipper’s plant for material to be transported in 
interstate commerce, customer to pay all transportation 
charges, is it the duty of the shipper to determine if the 
truckman has a certificate and if he has filed the proper tariffs ? 

Answer: There is no provision in the Motor Carrier Act 
which specifically deals with the liability of a shipper in de- 
livering goods to a truckman who is not authorized to trans- 
port goods. Therefore, unless he knowingly delivers the goods 
to a truckman who has not been authorized to transport the 
goods and has no tariffs on file with the Interstate Commerce 
Commission, he would not, in our opinion, subject himself 
to liability in the event that the truckman did not have a cer- 
tificate to operate and had not published and filed tariffs with 
the Interstate Commerce Commission. 

The shipper would be justified in presuming that a car- 
rier offering to transport goods has the necessary authority 
and has published tariff rates on file. 


Tariff Interpretation—Refrigerators and Freezing Apparatus 
—Mixed Carloads 


Texas.—Question: We would appreciate your giving your 
interpretation of the following: Item 49B, Supplement No. 39, 
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Southwestern Lines’ Tariff 252, I. C. C. 2882, which pertains 
to the mixing of refrigerators, cooling machines, and refrig- 
erator cabinets. 

The question is whether or not this rate applies to an equal 
number of refrigerators and cooling machines or will it apply 
on any number of units or cabinets; in other words, if a car 
contained 30 units and 50 cabinets would the rate of Column 
45, minimum 20,000 lbs., apply the same as if the shipment 
contained 50 units and 50 refrigerators? 

Answer: Item 49B of the tariff to which you refer does 
not, in our opinion, authorize the shipment of 30 cooling or 
freezing units and 50 cooling boxes or refrigerator cabinets, 
but only authorizes the shipment of an equal number of cool- 
ing boxes or refrigerator cabinets and cooling or freezing ap- 
paratus, or an equal number of water coolers and the cooling 
or freezing appartus therefor. Under this item the cooling 
boxes or refrigerator cabinets and the cooling or freezing ap- 
paratus therefor may be’ shipped as a straight carload or in 
a mixed carload with water coolers and the cooling of freezing 
apparatus therefor. 

The note in Item 49B states that the rating applies only 
on cooling boxes, refrigerators or water coolers equipped with 
cooling or refrigerating apparatus of either mechanical, gas, 
gasoline or oil flame type, whether shipped inside cooling boxes, 
refrigerators or water coolers or in separate packages. 

To ship a greater number of cabinets than freezing units 
would not meet the provisions of this note, which states that 
the rating applies on the cabinets equipped with refrigerating 
apparatus. 


Tariff interpretation—Classification Exception—What 
Constitutes 


Wyoming.—Question: We are having quite a discussion 
here in regard to what constitutes an Exception to the Classi- 
fication. 

The particular matter of discussion is Item 81 of Agent 
Stone’s Intermountain Truck Tariff Bureau MF I. C. C. 12, 
published in Supplement 3. 

This item is published in the part of the tariff headed 
Rules and Regulations and provides for volume ratings on 
third and fourth class. Where either the weight classified 
third or fourth is 5,000 Ibs. the rating is 85 per cent of the 
class; where 10,000 Ibs. 80 per cent; and where 15,000 Ibs. 65 
per cent of either third or fourth class. 

We maintain that this constitutes an Exception to the 
Classification. That it establishes a rating different than that 
shown in the Classification—the Classification names a third 
or fourth class rating less truck load on the commodity— 
and then names a volume or truck load rating. But this item 
81 states that for 5,000 Ibs.. etc., the rating will be other than 
that provided in the Classification. 

The tariff publishing agent and the Wyoming Public Serv- 
ice Commission maintain that item is not an exception to the 
Classification—I maintain that anything changing the rating 
is an exception. 

Your views will be appreciated, and citations to Commis- 
sion decisions, if available. 

Answer: We can locate no decision of the Commission in 
which this question has been at issue, but in its decision in 
Marley Paper Manufacturing Co. vs. Akron, C. & Y. Ry. Co., 
163 I. C. C. 103, the Commission on page 108 said: 

“The exceptions to the classification making the rates on 
chip board from that point 90 per cent of sixth class required 
reference to the tariff naming class rates. This percentage of 
class was, in effect, the Classification rating on chip board from 
Winchester. We have said that rates published by exceptions 
to the Classification upon the basis of a class rate or a pro- 
portion of a class rate, and requiring reference to the tariff 
naming the class rates can in no sense be considered specific 
rates. Boldt Paper Mills vs. Director General, 62 I. C. C. 471; 
California Packing Corp. vs. Director General, 78 I. C. C. 190; 
—- Ready Roofing Co. vs. C. & E. I. Ry. Co., 109 I. C. C. 
4 on 

Inasmuch as the volume ratings published in Item 81 of 
the tariff to which you refer constitute exceptions to the 
ratings published in the Classification proper, in so far as the 
amounts of freight specified are concerned, these ratings are, 
in our opinion, exceptions to the Classification. They are not 
commodity rates, under the decision of the Commission in the 
case above cited in that they require reference to the tariffs 
naming the class rates. The fact that they are not so desig- 
nated does not make them any the less Classification excep- 
tion ratings. 

Freight Charges—Liability for 

Missouri.—Question: I am writing you for the benefit of 
your interpretation of the following problem: 

Quite some several months ago we handled a number of 
shipments of lumber for a certain broker who acted only as 
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intermediary between the shipper and consignee and I might 
state right at the outset we were fully aware that all trans- 
portation charges were to be paid us by this said broker. 

In due course of time we received a number of checks 
which later, however, proved to be worthless and in spite of 
our repeated efforts, collection has been impossible. In the 
first place, because this gentleman is now very difficult to find. 

What I would like to determine is whether, under such 
circumstances, where full collection of freight charges cannot 
be made from.a broker or intermediary as in this case, whether 
liability does not attach to either the consignee or the con- 
signor or both? In the event it does, I should most certainly 
appreciate it if you would cite me any cases of which you 
may be aware. I might also add that paragraph 7 of the bill 
of lading was ignored by the shipper. 

Answer: Section 223 of the Motor Carrier Act fixes the 
liability of a broker for freight charges. 

However, the consignor, as the party from whom the goods 
are received for shipment, ordinarily assumes the obligation 
to pay the full amount of the freight charges, although he may 
relieve himself of the liability by signing the stipulation on 
the bill of lading referred to in Section 7. L. & N. vs. Cen- 
tral Iron & Coal Co., 265 U. S. 59, 44 S. Ct. 441. On the other 
hand, the consignee, by acceptance of the goods, becomes liable 
for the full amount of the freight charges whether they are 
demanded at the time of delivery or not until later. P. C. C. 
& St. L. Ry. Co. vs. Fink, 250 U. S. 577, 40 S. Ct. 27. 

The contract of the consignor and that of the consignee 
are not considered to be inconsistent with each other; each is 
an original contract based on a sufficient consideration. 

In the decision of the Supreme Court of the United States 
in the case first mentioned above, there are numerous expres- 
sions which seem to point to the conclusion that the consignor 
can be held for freight charges, unless it appears from the bill 
of lading or otherwise that the carrier did not intend to look 
to the consignor for its charges. 


Proof of Loss or Damage 


New Jersey.—Question: I would appreciate a ruling from 
you on the following subject of loss: 

Under date of January 13, 1939, we shipped a lot of scrap 
material in open boxes, with tested scale weight of 14,081 
pounds, and upon arrival of the shipment at destination, con- 
signee reweighed the shipment and reported a weight of 13,082 
pounds several days after delivery. This made a shortage of 
999 pounds from the bill of lading weight. 


Upon presentation of a claim to the truck carrier, who 
loaded the material direct from our shipping floor door to their 
trailer truck, they refused to acknowledge the claim, basing 
this on the fact that the shipment was delivered direct to con- 
signee without transfer en route. They also stated that the 
difference in the weight is a matter to be settled between our 
company and consignee. 

While we admit there is a possibility of an error in our 
and the consignee’s scale weights, there is also a possibility of 
this material being lost or stolen in transit. 


In order to bring this matter to a close, we would appre- 
ciate having you quote any similar court ruling on this subject. 

We also have another case where we loaded a carload of 
scrap iron and invoiced our customer on the railroad scale 
weight, since bill of lading was noted “To be weighed in 
transit,” and upon arrival of car at destination, consignee noted 
a discrepancy of approximately 5,000 pounds after having the 
car reweighed. As we are interested in settling this subject 
from a loss and transportation charge standpoint, will you 
kindly advise if we can hold carrier liable? For your infor- 
mation, there was only one carrier involved in the movement 
of this car. 

Answer: A difference between origin and destination 
weights may be attributable to either loss in transit or in- 
accuracies in weighing. 

As to the shipment first referred to, it appears that it was 
weighed by the consignor at point of origin and reweighed by 
the consignee at point of destination. 

The second shipment, it appears, was weighed twice by the 
carrier, the first time while in transit and the second time at 
destination, at the instance of the consignee. 

Whether the carrier can be held liable for the difference 
between the origin and destination weights depends upon 
whether its liability for the loss can be proved. 

A shipper, showing a delivery of goods to a carrier and that 
they were not redelivered, makes out a prime facie case against 
the carrier, entitling him to damages for loss, and to avoid such 
damages, the burden is upon such carrier to prove its freedom 
from liability. C. R. I. & P. Ry. Co. vs. Stouffer, 111 N. E. 
809; Nustrot-Calahan Co. vs. M. K. & T. of Tex., 209 S. W. 775. 
It is a question of fact whether the amount stated in the 
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bill of lading was delivered to the carrier at point of origin, 
which fact must be established by the shipper. Likewise it 
is a question of fact as to whether a lesser amount was de- 
livered by the carrier at destination, which fact must be es- 
tablished by the shipper. 

Whether the amount alleged by the shipper to have been 
delivered to the carrier for transportation was actually de- 
livered is a question of fact to be determined from the evidence 
submitted by the plaintiff, subject to rebuttal by the defendant 
carrier. The statement in a bill of lading or a shipping receipt 
of the amount received for transportation is not conclusive and 
the carrier may submit evidence to prove that the entire 
amount was not received for transportation. 

This is particularly true where the bill of lading contains 
qualifying statements as to the quantity of freight received 
for transportation thereunder, such as to place the consignee 
on notice of the fact that the carrier does not vouch for the 
accuracy of the statement. The bill of lading, as you will 
observe, contains the term “subject to correction” in the col- 
umn headed “weight.” 

In Brown vs. M. K. & T. Ry., 112 Pac. 147, the court in 
discussing this term, states that the use of this term avoids the 
estoppel which would otherwise under some circumstances 
preclude the carrier from disputing the weight; that it does 
not destroy the prima facie effect of the recital in the bill of 
lading as to the quantity, but merely leaves the matter open 
to further inquiry instead of being absolutely concluded. See 
also, Davis vs. Zimmern, 99 Sou. 307; H. & T. C. Ry. Co. vs. 
Paris Milling Co., 240 S. W. 636, and Nye-Schneider-Fowler 
Co. vs. C. & N. W. Ry. Co., 182 N. W. 967. 

If claim is filed against the carrier the burden will be 
upon the carrier to show that it received less than the amount 
stated in the bill of lading, in the event a prima facie case 
can be established by the shipper. If, however, the claim is 
filed against the consignee, the burden will be upon the ship- 
per to show a delivery of the weight stated in the bill of 
lading, that is, that a certain number of pounds of the com- 
modity was tendered to the carrier at point of origin and that 
this amount was delivered by the carrier at point of destination. 





Doings of the Traffic Clubs 


Items for this column are solicited and when they are sent and 
not published it is because they are inappropriate or not timely. Copies 
of a club’s publication or the notices it sends to members are usually 
not sufficient, because often they are received too late to be of value. 
The Traffic World goes to press in Chicago Friday of each week. News 
of coming or past events, such as meetings, dinners and election of 
officers, is desired. If publicity is looked for it should be made the duty 
of some one in the club to keep us adequately and promptly informed. 
—Editor The Traffic World. 





The Traffic Club of Kansas City held its luncheon May 16 
in the cafeteria of Swift and Company at Kansas City, Kan. 
Mr. Phelps, general manager, Swift and Company, made an 
address of welcome. Afterwards there was an inspection tour 
of the Swift plant. 





The Junior Traffic Club of Chicago will hold a golf outing 
at the Navajo Fields Golf Club May 25. Dinner will be served 
and there will be prizes and entertainment. T. J. Green is 
chairman of the club’s golf committee. 





Garratt S. Wilkin, director of public relations, Inland 
Waterways Corporation, New Orleans, La., presented a sound 
motion picture, “Our Inland Waterways,” at an educational 
meeting of the Traffic Club of Wilmington, Del., at the Uni- 
versity Club, May 17. T. V. Volk, chairman of the club’s edu- 
cational committee, was in charge. W. F. Johnson, general 
eastern agent for the Waterways Corporation, assisted. 





The members of the Women’s Traffic and Transportation 
Club of New Orleans will entertain their mothers in one of the 
picturesque courtyards of the New Orleans French quarter the 
afternoon of May 21. 





The Traffic and Foreign Trade Club of Galveston will hold 
a fishing rodeo May 21. There will be prizes for the largest, 
the smallest and the most fish caught. W. L. Meyers, division 
freight and passenger agent, Missouri-Kansas-Texas of Texas, 
Galveston, is chairman of the committee in charge. 





Life members of the Transportation Club of St. Paul were 
guests of the club at a luncheon at the Hotel Lowry May 16. 


* 
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There was a program of entertainment. The club will hold a 
golf tournament at the Keller Golf Course May 23. 





Ted Carter of the advertising department of Desmond’s 
spoke on “The Value of Good Appearance” at a luncheon of 
the Los Angeles Transportation Club at the Pacific Electric 
Building May 15. The club held a golf tournament at the 
Altadena Country Club May 19. 





The Oakland, Calif., Traffic Club and the Oakland Foreign 
Trade and Harbor Club held a joint meeting at the Athens 
Athletic Club May 16. Frank Harrison Beckman, president 
and general manager, Beckman, Hollister and Company, busi- 
ness engineers, author of several books on the Orient, spoke 
on Siam. Cliff Buell, district freight agent, McCormick Steam- 
ship Company, was general chairman in charge of arrange- 
ments. Manuel Rivera, vice-president, Alberto Scott and Com- 
pany, arranged the entertainment. 





The Milwaukee Traffic Club will hold its annual May 
party at the Tripoli Country Club May 27. A chicken dinner 
will be served. There will be cards and dancing, and favors for 
the ladies. The club’s annual picnic will be held at Mouse 
Lake July 15. 





Fenton H. Dowling, new president of the Traffic Club of 
Minneapolis, is general agent of the Missouri-Kansas-Texas 
Railroad. He previously served as 
vice-president of the club of Minne- 
apolis and was a member of its board 
of directors for two years. He began 
his transportation career in the local 
freight and commercial offices of the 
St. Louis Southwestern Railway at St. 
Louis, and after serving that line in 
numerous capacities, entered the serv- 
ice of the Wabash Railway at St. Louis 
in the accounting department. In 1924 
he was made soliciting freight agent 
of the M.-K.-T. Lines at St. Louis and 
was appointed district freight agent of 
the Katy Lines at Minneapolis in 1929, 
being later promoted to general agent 
in charge of the freight and passenger 
departments of the Minneapolis office 
of the Katy. He is a past president 
of the Division of Off-Line Traffic Representatives, which is 
affiliated with the Traffic Club of Minneapolis, and is also a 
member of the Transportation Club of St. Paul, the Minneap- 
olis Passenger Traffic Club, and the Winnipeg Passenger Club 
of Winnipeg, Canada. Thé election was held in the club 
rooms, Hotel Nicollet, May 15. H. W. Ward, general traffic 
manager, Minneapolis & St. Louis Railroad, was elected vice- 
president. The secretary and the treasurer will be elected at 
a meeting of the directors May 22. 

















Donald S. Leonard, commander, Detroit district, Michigan 
State Police, will speak on “Crime” at a dinner meeting of the 
Motor City Traffic Club of Detroit at the Dearborn Inn, Dear- 
born, Mich., May 22. W. I. Nokely, traffic manager, Michigan 
Alkali Company, Wyandotte, Mich., will be toastmaster. There 
will be entertainment. 





The Traffic Club of Philadelphia will hold an outing at 
the Philmont Country Club May 23. There will be tennis, golf, 
a shipper-carrier soft ball game, and other sports. Dinner will 
be served. 





The Ky-O-Va Traffic Club will hold a golf outing at the 
Valley View Country Club, Portsmouth, O., June 6. There will 
be a dinner in the evening, and a meeting at which new officers 
will be installed as follows: President, E. N. Reinhart, presi- 
dent, Reinhart Transfer Company, Portsmouth; vice-president, 
R. W. Kelly, traffic manager, American Rolling Mill Company, 
Ashland, Ky.; secretary-treasurer, J. B. Dressel, traffic depart- 
ment, Chesapeake and Ohio, Ashland, Ky. 





The Evansville, Ind., Transportation Club held a dinner 
meeting at the Hotel Vendome May 17 in observance of for- 
eign trade week. All McGinniss, traffic manager, Servel, Inc., 
chairman of the local foreign trade week committee, was in 
charge of the program. 





The Women’s Traffic and Transportation Club of Baltimore 
will hold a dinner meeting at the Chesapeake Club May 24. 
Mothers of members will be guests. The club will hold educa- 
tional meetings at the Hotel Longfellow May 31 and June 7. 
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Its annual meeting will be held at the Hotel Longfellow 


June 14. 





N. E. McKillip, president of the Traffic Club of Fort Worth, 
led a delegation of members of that club to a luncheon meet- 
ing of the Traffic Club of Houston May 16. Marvin H. Brown, 
Jr., district attorney, Tarrant County, was the speaker. 





The Transportation Club of Peoria will hold an outing at 
Luthy’s Alps May 25. The club’s entertainment committee, of 
which C. H. Miller is chairman, will be in charge. 





The Omaha Traffic Club held a golf party at Ralston Park 
May 18. Dinner was served. 





The next meeting of the newly organized Transportation 
Club of Sacramento will be held May 26. At that meeting J. G. 
Fitzhenry, president of the club, will announce the personnel 
of standing committees. A number of new members will be 
introduced. 





The Traffic Club of St. Louis will hold a luncheon meeting 
at the Jefferson Hotel May 22, at which the Pan-American 
Union’s moticn picture, “Rolling Down to Mexico,” will be 
shown. 





The Transportation Club of Buffalo will hold a railroad 
and steamship day golf outing at Park Club, Orchard Park, 
N. Y., May 23. John D. Curtis, Jr., president of the club, has 
donated a cup to be presented to the club champion. William 
H. McDowell, traffic manager, J. W. Clement Company, is 
chairman of the committee in charge. 





The Indianapolis Traffic Club will hold a club night at 
the Indianapolis Country Club June 5. There will be a country 
style dinner and entertainment. 





The Traffic Club of New York will hold a golf outing at 
the Wykagyl Country Club, New Rochelle, N. Y., May 23. In 
addition to other events, contestants will play in the qualify- 
ing rounds for the president’s trophy and the Robert A. Cooke 
championship cup. C. Reinitz is chairman of the club’s sports 
committee which has charge of the outing. 





The annual summer outing of the Canton, O., Traffic Club 
will be held at Brookside Country Club June 6. The club 
will assist in entertaining the Allegheny Regional Advisory 
Board, which will meet at the I. O. O. F. temple in Canton 
June 22. 





E. G. Plowman, traffic manager, Colorado Fuel and Iron 
Corporation, Denver, Colo., was the guest speaker at a ses- 
sion of the traffic class sponsored by the educational commit- 
tee of the Traffic Club of Denver and the Denver school board 
May 12. Other guest speakers will appear at future sessions 
of the class. 





The Traffic Club of Washington, D. C., will hold a golf 
outing at the Congressional Country Club June 6. In addition 
to golf, there will be swimming and tennis. A steak dinner 
will be served. 





The Traffic Club of Chicago will observe the centennial of 
express service. with a luncheon at the Palmer House May 25. 
L. O. Head, president, Railway Express Agency, will be a 
guest. K. N. Merritt, general sales manager for the agency, 
at New York, will speak on “A Century of Service.’ The 
Railway Express Agency Glee Club will entertain. The affair 
is under the direction of the club’s public affairs committee, 
of which L. H. McCormick is chairman. 





Members of the Women’s Traffic Club of Metropolitan St. 
Louis entertained their mothers at a dinner at the Hotel De 
Soto May 18. Mrs. Norman M. Windsor, president, Child Con- 
servation Conference, was the speaker. There was a program 
of entertainment. The club’s educational committee, Edna C. 
Wehking, chairman, has arranged an inspection tour of the 
St. Louis facilities of the Inland Waterways Corporation for 
the evening of May 25. 





The following have been appointed to represent their re- 
spective clubs as delegates and alternates at the San Francisco 
convention of the Associated Traffic Clubs of America: Traffic 
Club of Wichita: R. E. Walcher, traffic manager, Globe Oil 
and Refining Company. Transportation Club of Springfield, 
Ill.; Delegates, W. C. Hurst, Chicago and Illinois Midland Rail- 
way; V. H. Williams, Chicago and Illinois Midland; A. L. 
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Peterson, Central Illinois Public Service Company; S. C. Clay- 
ton, Railway Express Agency; alternate, F. H. Stevenson, 
Illinois Central. Traffic Club of Baltimore: Melvin A. Myers, 
general freight agent, Canton Railroad; Walter Soper, travel- 
ing freight agent, Quaker-California Lines. 





The annual picnic of the Pacific Traffic Association of San 
Francisco will be held at Linda Vista Park, Mission San Jose, 
May 28. There will be sports, games and refreshments. 


I. C. C. PRACTITIONERS 

The following have been admitted to practice before the 
Commission: Harris C. Arnold, Lancaster, Pa.; Howard Sandi- 
son Bailey, Chipley, Fla.; Edgar A. Brown, Barnwell, S. C.; 
Daniel P. Bryant, Los Angeles, Calif.; John J. Hancock, Chey- 
enne, Wyo.; Harley A. Harmon, Carson City, Nev.; Paul John 
Hergenroeder, Cleveland, O.; Wilmer Allen Hill, Washington, 
D. C.; William J. Ling, Memphis, Tenn.; Bryce Little, Seattle, 
Wash.; William F. Manasil, Burwell, Neb.; C. Robert Mathis, 
Jr., Panama City, Fla.; William Herman McBratney, St. Louis, 
Mo.; Donald R. Richberg, Washington, D. C.; Sydney Saxon, 
New York, N. Y.; Sylvan Schwartz, Washington, D. C.; Ray- 
mond E. Steele, Steubenville, O.; C. F. Sullivant, Gainesville, 
Tex.; Lyman M. Tondel, Jr., New York, N. Y.; Kenneth W. 
Wagner, Topeka, Kan.; John Donald Wilson, Albuquerque, 
N. M. 





TRIBUTE TO CARL R. GRAY 

Tribute to Carl R. Gray, vice-chairman of the board of 
the Union Pacific, who died last week, was paid in remarks in 
the House, May 16, by Representative Martin J. Kennedy, of 
New York. 

“Mr. Gray wore his many honors with great modesty and 
performed the tasks assigned to him with singular success,” 
said Mr. Kennedy. 

“Tt is fitting that we should render the official tribute of 
respect, but the significance of this occasion is far deeper than 
that. Ungrateful republics cannot endure, and as a slight token 
of appreciation for his service to humanity, to industry, and to 
his government, this Congress does well to record in perma- 
nent form a statement on the life and character of Carl Ray- 
mond Gray.” 


WAYBILLS WITH A CAMERA 

The motion-picture camera is replacing the written way- 
bill on the Chicago and North Western Railway, with resultant 
economies both in time and labor, says F. G. Fitz-Patrick, chief 
traffic officer. 

“From time immemorial, every freight shipment moving 
by rail has been accompanied by a ‘waybill,’ once hand-written 
and then copied in an old-fashioned letter-press, from which 
emerged a large number of duplicate ‘flimsies,’ but more re- 
cently typewritten on manifolds. 

Recently, all less-carload shipments from Chicago to local 
points on the C. & N. W. and its subsidiary, the Chicago-St. 
Paul-Minneapolis & Omaha, have been forwarded without way- 
bills, the shipper’s original directions or bill-of-lading accom- 
panying the shipment in lieu of the waybill. 

“The shippers’ orders are photographed on a motion- 
picture camera which records 90 tickets a minute. The film 
becomes a permanent record of the originating station and, 
in order that proper accounting work and reports may be com- 
piled, the ‘movie’ is run through a projecting machine, and a 
typist abstracts the essential data for such purposes. 

“The movie camera had been utilized at the Chicago sta- 
tion for the last year to make ‘passing records’ of carload way- 
bills, but its use for the purpose of eliminating waybills is an 
added by-product which is proving highly efficient and 
economical.” 

Mr. Fitz-Patrick said the same procedure was to be ex- 
tended to other large stations and that a similar method 
eventually might be adopted in handling carload freight. 


MILWAUKEE ROAD ANNIVERSARY 

Thirty years ago May 19 Milwaukee Road construction 
forces building eastward and westward on the railroad’s exten- 
sion from the Missouri River to the Pacific Northwest, met 
near Gold Creek, Mont., and, at a ceremony attended by promi- 
nent citizens, contractors and rail officials, drove the last spike, 
a golden one. 

The event is commemorated by a monument in the form of 
a huge gold colored spike and a sign board with the inscription, 
“Last Spike May 19, 1909,” erected at the trackside, 1,577.7 
miles west of Chicago—approximately three miles east of Gold 
Creek, or five miles west of Garrison. 

The original gold spike was replaced by one of conven- 
tional type immediately following the ceremony of thirty years 
ago. 








SS aS eS 


on 


et 
ni- 
Ke, 


of 
on, 
7.7 
old 
en- 
ars 


May 20, 1939 





Docket of the Commission 





NOTE—lItems in the docket marked with an asterisk (*) have 
been added since the last issue of The Traffic World. New assign- 
ments now on the Commission’s docket of dates later than herein 
shown will not bear asterisks when they do appear. Current cancel- 
lations and postponements announced too late to show the change in 
this docket will be noted elsewhere. 


May 22—Asheville, N. C.—Battery Park Hotel—Jt. Bd. 8: 
MC 29545, Sub. 1—Smokey Mountain Tours Co., Inc., Asheville. 
MC 61598, Sub. 1—Smokey Mountain Stages, Inc., Asheville. 


May 22—Chicago, IIl.—Hotel Sherman—J. E. Davey: 
MC F-860—Ziffrin Truck Lines, Inc., merger, Ziffrin’s Overnite Ex- 
press, Inc. 


MC F-878—K. F. Clardy et al., control, Bulk Haulers, Inc. 
MC FC-11866—Bulk Haulers, Inc., purchase, Petroleum Transit Corp. 


May 22—Chicago, IIl.—Hotel Morrison—Examiner Fuller: 
17817 and Sub. 2—Chicago Gravel Co. et al. vs. A. T. & S. F. et al. 
21894—Lehigh Stone Co. vs. B. & O. et al. 


May 22—Cincinnati, O.—Netherland Plaza Hotel—Jt. Bd. 37: 
MC F-884—C & D Motor Delivery Co., purchase, Springfield-Xenia 
Transportation Co. 
May 22—Davenport, la.—U. S. Court—Jt. Bd. 54: 
MC 71029, Sub. 1—J. Wolf & Sons, Washington, Ia., certificate to 
extend operations. 
MC 92574—E. Swartzendruber, Wellman, Ia., certificate. 


May 22—Indianapolis, Ind.—State Comm.—Jt. Bds. 208 and 317: 
MC 37270, Sub. 2—J. Ross & Sons Transit and Coal Co., Kokomo, 
Ind., permit to extend operations. 
MC 88380, Sub. 4—O. L. Harvey Truck Service, Seminole, Okla., cer- 
tiflcate to extend operations. 


May 22—Kansas City, Mo.—Hotel President—Jt. Bd. 36: 
MC 48602, Sub. 1—Trustees, C. R. I. & P. Ry. Co., Chicago. 
MC 52018—B. F. Price, Reading, Kan. 


May 22—Los Angeles, Calif.—State Comm.—Examiner Schutrumpf: 
Finance 12265—Application of Tonopah & Tidewater for permission 
to abandon operation of its entire line in San Bernardino and Inyo 
counties, Calif., and Nye county, Nev. 


May 22—Minneapolis, Minn.—Hotel Nicollet—Examiner Peterson: 
MC 62445—Jaffa Transportation Co., Minneapolis, certificate. 
May 22—New York, N. Y.—641 Washington St.—Examiner Freidson: 
MC 93042—Tomacelli Brothers, Port Chester, N. Y., certificate. 
MC 93213—F. C. Jeandron, Jersey City, N. J., certificate. 
MC 94881—Huguenot Express, New Rochelle, N. Y., certificate. 
May 22—Newark, N. J.—U. S. Court—Jt. Bds. 119 and 67: 
MC 3646—Public Service Coordinated Transport, Newark, certificate. 
MC 3647 and Sub. 4—Public Service Interstate Transportation Co., 
Newark, certificate and to extend operations. 
MC 14647—Pennsylvania-Reading Motor Lines, Inc., Camden, N. J., 
certificate. 
May 22—Newark, N. J.—U. S. Court—Examiner Kephart: 
MC 3647, Sub. 2—Public Service Interstate Transportation Co., New- 
ark. 
May 22—Philadelphia, Pa.—Benjamin Franklin Hotel—Examiner Sul- 
livan: 
MC 8886—Owl’s Transportation Co., Inc., Philadelphia, Pa., certificate. 
May 22—Providence, R. !.—Public Utilities—Jt. Bd. 134: 


MC 11312—Greens Storage Warehouse, Providence, certificate or 
permit. 


MC 94864—T. Cornicelli, Providence, certificate. 
MC 95217—P. Del Monaco, Providence, certificate. 


May 22—Richmond, Va.—Hotel Richmond—Examiner Werner: 
MC 34767, Sub. 1—Good’s Transfer, Harrisonburg, Va., certificate 
to extend operations. 
MC 93862—John Lewis Read, Palmer Springs, Va., certificate. 
MC 30587, Sub. 2—Miles Truck Line, Franklin, Va., certificate to ex- 
tend operations. 
May 22—Salt Lake City, Utah—State Comm.—Jt. Bd. 207: 
MC 16537—Salt Lake Travel Bureau, Salt Lake City, Utah, license. 
MC 28693—M. A. Keyser Fireproof Storage Co., Salt Lake City, Utah, 
license. 
May 22—San Francisco, Calif.—Empire Hotel—Examiner Croft: 
1. & S. M-618—California Motor Transport Co., proportional rates. 
May 22—Seattle, Wash.—Hotel Olympic—Commissioner Splawn and 
Examiners Carter and Haden: 
Ex Parte 127—Status of public stockyard companies. 
May 22—Sioux Falls, S. D.—U. S. Court—Jt. Bd. 146: 
MC 93741—Berg’s Transfer, Elmore, Minn., certificate or permit. 
MC 100062—E. B. Ferguson, Heron Lake, Minn., certificate. 
May 22—Springfield, II1.—State Comm.—Examiner Linn: 
MC 368—Delbridge Truck Line, Macomb, IIl., certificate or permit. 
MC 13119—J. F. Shimkus, Danville, Ill., certificate. 
May 22—Washington, D. C.—Argument: 
Finance 12083—Gulf, Texas & Western et al. abandonment, etc. 
May 23—Davenport, la.—U. S. Court—Examiner Burns and Jt. Bd. 54: 


MC 8115, Sub. 1—K. K. & S. Transfer Co., Rock Island, Ill., permit 


to extend operations. 
MC 93683—R. C. Roe, Bellevue, Ia., certificate. 
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May 23—Harrisburg, Pa.—State Com.—Jt. Bd. 74: 
MC 36061, Sub. 1—G. L. Rock, Somerset, Pa., permit to extend op- 
erations. 
MC 100099—L. D. Shealer, Gettysburg, Pa., permit. 


May 23—Indianapolis, Ind.—State Comm.—Jt. Bds. 1 and 21: 
MC 90897—G. Gaetz, Hudson, Ind., certificate or permit. 
MC 95325—J. L. Brimberry, Palestine, Ill., certificate. 
May ee ind.—State Comm.—Examiner Higgins and Jt. 
Bd. 72: 
MC F-870—Censolidated Express Lines, Inc., purchase, A. Smock. 
MC F-885—Hesler Transfer Co., Inc., merger, Winder & Son, Inc. 


May 23—Kansas City, Mo.—Hotel President—Jt. Bds. 52 and 179: 
MC 38889—Donovan Motor Freight Service, Leavenworth, Kan., cer- 
tificate or permit. 
MC 44847—Federal Van & Storage Co., Inc., Kansas City, Mo., license. 
May 23—Minneapolis, Minn.—Hotel Nicollet—Examiner Rice: 
28205—Northern Oats Co. vs. B. & O. et al. 


May 23—New York, N. Y.—641 Washington St.—Examiner Freidson: 
MC 92410—Lee Transportation Lines, New York, certificate or permit. 
MC 93147—Swift Line Transfer Co., Jersey City, N. J., certificate. 
MC 93837—Red Comet Van Lines, Inc., New York, certificate. 

May 23—Philadelphia, Pa.—Benjamin Franklin Hotel—Examiner Sul- 

livan: 
MC 35470—W. Sterling, Jr., Philadelphia, Pa., certificate or permit. 
MC 69629—J. Stone, Philadelphia, Pa., certificate or permit. 
May 23—Providence, R. !.—Public Utilities—Jt. Bd. 134: 
MC 90839—W. A. Flynn, Pawtucket, R. I., permit. 
MC 95219—O. Marzano, Providence, certificate. 
MC 95236—J. Albanese, Providence, certificate. 


May 23—Richmond, Va.—Hotel Richmond—Jt. Bd. 68: 
MC 93029—Benjamin Franklin Smith, Ottoman, Va., permit. 
MC 95304—E. Sherrard Headley, Mundy Point, Va., certificate. 


May 23—Salt Lake City, Utah.—State Comm.—Jt. Bds. 313 and 48: 
MC 39555—Cox Trucking Contractor, Cedar City, Utah, certificate or 
permit. , 
MC 89884—Andrew Hunt, Hanksville, Utah, certificate. 


May 23—San Francisco, Calif.—Empire Hotel—Jt. Bd. 75: 
MC 78786, Sub. 31—Pacific Motor Trucking Co., San Francisco, cer- 
tificate to extend operations. 


May 23—San Francisco, Calif.—Empire Hotel—Examiner Croft: 
MC 78786—Pacific Motor Trucking Co., San Francisco, Calif. 
MC 78787—Pacific Motor Trucking Co., San Francisco, Calif. 


May 23—Sioux Falls, S. D.—U. S. Court— Jt. Bd. 147: 

MC 89929—A. A. Lucht, Iona, Minn., certificate. 

MC 94023—J. Gulker, Edgerton, Minn., certificate or permit. 
May 23—Springfield, I11.—State Comm.—Examiner Linn: 

MC 95795—R. O. Sparlin Truck Service, Flora, Ill., certificate. 





* WAID-OF-ALL: WORK’ 
BUILT BY RICHARD TREVITHICK. IN IGOH FOR HAULING COAL ALONG THE 
5-MILE TRAMWAY CONNECTING PEN-Y-DARRAN IRONWORKS WITH 
MERTHYR TYDFIL,SOUTH WALES. "[JHIS ENGINE WAS PUT TOWORK, 
ALSO, PUMPING WATER, OPERATING A HAMMER, AND" WINDING’COAL / 
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Personal Notes 


Lloyd W. Baker has been appointed division freight agent 
for the Baltimore and Ohio at Indianapolis, Ind., to succeed 
P. M. Haynes, who died. 

W. T. Price has been appointed assistant traffic manager 
for the Union Pacific at Denver, Col. K. G. Carlson has been 
appointed general freight agent at Denver; J. L. Totten, gen- 
eral agent, freight department, at San Francisco, Cal.; P. F. 
Echele, general agent, freight department, Omaha, Neb.; J. C. 
Beaumont, assistant general freight agent, Omaha, Neb., and 
Mrs. Myrtle Mason, special representative in charge of the 
women’s travel service bureau, Omaha. 

A. C. Graham, traffic manager, Youngstown Sheet and 
Tube Company, Youngstown, O., will retire because of ill health 
June 1. He will be retained as a consultant. William E. 
Fowler, president of the Pittsburgh, Lisbon and Western Rail- 
road and the Youngstown and Suburban Railway, has been 
appointed general traffic manager of the Youngstown Sheet and 
Tube Company to succeed Mr. Graham. He will retire from 
his railroad positions. 

J. L. Biery has been appointed traffic representative for 
Huber and Huber Motor Express at Louisville, Ky., succeed- 
ing J. F. Bierlein, who has been transferred to Atlanta, Ga. 

I. V. Edgerton, formerly with the North American Car 
Company, has been appointed special representative for the 
Chicago Great Western at Chicago. 

The Chicago, Burlington and Quincy has announced the 
following appointments: L. B. Lyman, executive assistant, Den- 
ver, Colo.; E. P. Stine, assistant to the general manager, Chi- 
cago; T. P. Hinchcliff, general passenger agent, Omaha, Neb.; 
B. L. Gartside, general passenger agent in charge of solicita- 
tion, Chicago; B. W. Wilson, assistant general passenger agent, 
St. Paul, Minn.; P. M. Scott, assistant superintendent dining 
car service, Chicago; C. L. Persons, assistant to the executive 
vice-president, Chicago. 

John J. Jacobs has been appointed general western freight 
agent in charge of the new Chicago office of the Isthmian 
Steamship Company. W. H. Smith has been appointed district 
freight agent at Chicago, and J. C. Lincoln, office manager at 
Chicago. 

J. Russell Wait, director of the Port of Houston, has re- 
turned from a good-will trip to Japan. He said he had “less 
fear of Japan jumping on the United States,” than he had of 
“the United States jumping on Japan.” 


York H. Sparrow, recently appointed traffic manager for 
the Washburn Crosby at Chicago, will be presented to the 
members and guests assembled at an open meeting of the board 
of directors of the Trafficmen’s Association of America at the 
Central Y. M. C. A., Chicago, May 23. 


John D. Fenstermacher, manager of sales, Columbia Steel 
Company, presented a sound motion picture, “The Making and 
Shaping of Steel,” at a meeting of the Pacific Railway Club at 
the Palace Hotel, San Francisco, May 18. 


W. M. Carey has been appointed freight traffic manager 
for Denver and Rio Grande Western at Denver, Colo. H. F. 
Eno has been appointed general passenger agent at Denver; 
P. K. Yonge, general agent and agriculturist at Grand Junction 


Colo., and W. M. Lewis, traveling freight and passenger agent, 
Pueblo, Colo. 


_ Thomas J. Conroy has been elected vice-president of the 
Mississippi Shipping Company, Delta Line, at New Orleans, 
La., in charge of traffic matters. H. X. Kelly has been ap- 
pointed freight traffic manager. 


The following have been nominated for office in the High- 
way Transport Association, election to be held at a meeting 
in New York May 23: For president, Steve Smith, H. T. Smith 
Company; vice-president, E. J. Arbour, Consolidated Motor 
Company; secretary-treasurer, J. C. Roache, All States Freight 
Company; chairman of the executive committee, D. L. Suther- 
land, Middle Atlantic Transport Company, retiring president 
of the association; directors, Region 1, M. L. Adley, Adley Ex- 
press Company; Region 2. H. Marks, M. and M. Transport 
Company; Region 3, John Vogel, John Vogel, Inc.; Region 4, 
M. E. Trexler, Rodgers Motor Lines; Region 5, C. Roush, Road- 
way Express, Inc.; Region 6, Ben Spector, Spector Motor 
Service; Region 7, J. W. Davidoff, Pyramid Motor Freight; 
Region 8, B. D. Davidson, Davidson Transfer; Region 9, H. D. 
Horton, Horton Motor Lines; director-at-large, L. S. Reidel, 
York Motor Lines. 


Robert L. Hand, vice-president and general manager, ma- 
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rine department, Standard Oil Company of New Jersey, has 
been elected to the board of directors of the American Mer- 
chant Marine Institute. 


May 23—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Woodrow: 
Ex Parte MC 29—Special or chartered party service. 
May 23—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Weems: 
19957—Northwestern Ohio Lime Manufacturers et al. vs. P. R. R. 
et al. 
1. & S. 4346—Lime, central territory to the east. 
May 24—Dubuque, la.—U. S. Court—Examiner Burns: 
MC 93143—McCollins Transfer Line, Dubuque, Ia., permit. 
May 24—Harrisburg, Pa.—State Comm.—Jt. Bds. 228 and 67: 
MC 90995—M. Greeley, Jr., Lincoln, Pa., certificate or permit. 
Mc 100008—H. H. Baker, Harrisburg, Pa., permit. 
May 24—Indianapolis, Ind.—State Com.—Jt. Bd. 9: 
MC 59625—Delaware Trucking Co., Muncie, Ind., certificate or permit. 


May 24—Kansas City, Mo.—Hotel President—Jt. Bd. 36: 
MC 88809—C. H. Hayes, Kansas City, Mo., permit. 
MC 89349—Mason and Mason, Kansas City, Mo., permit. 
MC 94074—G. Drislin, Atchison Kan., certificate. 
MC 100084—J. C. Groom, Cameron, Mo., permit. 


May 24—Minneapolis, Minn.—Nicollet Hotel—Examiner Rice: 
1. & S. 4596—Loading scrap iron at W. T. L. points. 
1. & S. 4611—Loading scrap iron in southwest. 


May 24—Nashville, Tenn.—State Comm.—Examiner Bradford: 
1. & S. M-684—Boots or shoes, Nashville to Chicago, for export. 


May 24—New York, N. Y.—641 Washington St.—Examiner Freidson: 
MC 72033—Interstate Magazine Hauling Corp., New York, certificate 
or permit. 
May 24—Philadelphia, Pa.—Benjamin Franklin Hotel—Examiner Sul- 
livan: 
MC 15874—M. Farber, Philadelphia, Pa., certificate or permit. 
MC 59296—Girard Transportation Co., Philadelphia, Pa., certificate 
or permit. 


May 24—Providence, R. 1.—Post Office—Jt. Bd. 134: 
MC 94349—S. P. Michael, Providence, certificate. 
MC 95218—L. J. Sasso, Providence, certificate. 
MC 95234—W. Tartaglione, Providence, certificate. 
MC 95360—Izzo’s Trucking, Johnston, R. I., certificate. 


May 24—Richmond, Va.—Hotel Richmond—Jt. Bd. 12: 
MC 67118, Sub. 2—S. T. Hazelwood Motor Lines, Richmond, Va., 
permit to extend operations. 


May 24—Richmond, Va.—Hotel Richmond—Jt. Bd. 68: 
MC 89286—S. Dickinson, Baltimore, Md. 


May 24—Salt Lake City, Utah—State Comm.—Jt. Bd. 85: 

MC 89887—Johnson Truck Line, Price, Utah, permit. 

MC 95746—Robert Ray Johnston, Randolph, Utah, certificate. 
May 24—Sioux Falls, S. D.—U. S. Court—Jt. Bd. 147: 

MC 94967—W. Barton, Trosky, Minn., certificate. 

MC 95524—S. C. Butman, Ward, S. D., certificate. 


May 24—Spartansburg, S. C.—Chamber of Com.—Examiner Sharp: 
28237—-South Carolina Peach Growers Assn. vs. A. C. L. et al. 


May 24—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Worthington: 
28193—New River Co. et al. vs. C. & O. 


May 24—Washington, D. C.—Examiners Glover and Valentine: 
Fourth section application 17816—Woodpulp, not ground or powdered, 
from Plymouth, N. C. 


May 24—Washington, D. C.—Argument: 

1. & S. M-529—Consolidation rule on shipments at Seattle and Spo- 
kane. 

MC 7746—United Truck Lines, Inc., Spokane, Wash., common car- 
rier application. 

MC 11179—Manlowe Transfer Co., Inc., Seattle, Wash., common car- 
rier application. 

MC 31910—Manlowe Transfer and Distributing Co., 
Wash., broker application. 

MC 55751—M. D. Allen, Perry, Okla., contract carrier application. 


May 24—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Weems: 
1. & S. 4618—Ex-lake grain to north Atlantic ports. 


May 25—Chicago, I!l.—Sherman Hotel—Examiner Linn: 
1. & S. M-670—Typewriters and parts, Chicago, Ill., to Minnesota. 


May 25—Des Moines, la.—Kirkwood Hotel—Examiner Burns: 
MC 83756—L. E. Young, Clear Lake, Ia., certificate or permit. 
MC 92989—Logan Transfer, Lineville, Ia., certificate. 
MC 95046—Hoyer Truck Lines, Fort Dodge, Ia., certificate or permit. 
MC 95772—Hoyer Truck Lines, Fort Dodge, Ia., certificate or permit. 
May 25—Harrisburg, Pa.—State Comm.—Jt. Bd. 255: 
MC 47383, Subs. 1 and 2—G. F. Kelly, Lemoyne, Pa., permit to ex- 
tend operations. 


May 25—Indianapolis, Ind.—State Comm.—Jt. Bd. 60: 
MC 74755, Sub. 1—Suelzer Trucking Co., Fort Wayne, Ind., certificate 
to extend operations. 


May 25—Industry, IIl.—Town Hall—Examiner Higgins: 
* MC F-57—Burlington Transportation Co., purchase, R. A. Sand. 
May 25—Kansas City, Mo.—Hotel President—Jt. Bds. 135 and 195: 
MC 29476, Sub. 1—Greiner Truck Lines, St. Joseph, Mo., certificate 
to extend operations. 
MC 93434—W. J. Mullies, Hume, Mo., permit. 
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May 25—Kansas City, Mo.—Hotel President—Jt. Bd. 91: 
* MC 93434, Sub. 1—W. J. Mullies, Hume, Mo., permit to extend op- 
erations. 


May 25—Minneapolis, Minn.—Hotel Nicollet—Examiner Peterson: 
1. & S. M-690—Western Co-Operative Trucking Assn., rates in Minn. 
and N. D. 
MC 17044—Cheesebrough Trucking Co., Minneapolis. 
May 25—New York, N. Y.—641 Washington St.—Examiner Freidson: 
MC 93915—Amsterdam Express, New York, certificate. 
MC 94811—I. August, New York, permit. 
MC 95750—Maybrook Improvement Corp., Maybrook, N. Y., certif- 
icate. 
May 25—Philadelphia, 
livan: 
MC 21576, Sub. 2—Schultz Refrigerated Service, Inc., Philadelphia. 
May 25—Providence, R. !.—Post Office—Jt. Bd. 134: 
MC 90601—F. W. Davie, Pawtucket, R. I., certificate or permit. 
MC 94055—Fagan’s Motor Express, Nasonville, R. I., certificate. 
MC 94318—A. S. Lamb, Jr., Providence, certificate. 


May 25—Richmond, Va.—Hotel Richmond—Jt. Bd. 108: 
MC 89892—Lovell Joseph Pierce, Urbanna, Va., certificate. 
MC 95735—L. B. Davis, Sharps, Va., certificate. 
May 25—Salt Lake City, Utah—State Comm.—Jt. Bd. 207: 
MC 48542—Dooly Terminal Warehouse, Salt Lake City, Utah, license. 


May 25—Sioux Falls, S. D.—U. S. Court—Jt. Bd. 147: 
MC 95505—B. Spiesse, Rushmore, Minn., certificate. 
MC 95509—F. Meints, Hardwick, Minn., certificate. 
May 25—Washington, D. C.—Argument: 
MC 5903—West Penn Forwarding Co., Pittsburgh, Pa., common car- 
rier application. 
MC 60791—R. Williams, Dayton, O., common carrier application. 


May 26—Chicago, IIl.—Hotel Sherman—Examiner Linn: 
MC 45105 and Sub. 1—Bell Motor Freight, Inc., Kalamazoo, Mich., 
certificate and to extend operations. 


May 26—Des Moines, la.—Kirkwood Hotel—Examiner Burns: 
MC 30844, Sub. 1—Heuer Truck Lines, Inc., Marshalltown, Ia., cer- 
tificate to extend operations. 
May 26—Harrisburg, Pa.—State Comm.—Examiner Garofalo and Jt. 
Bd. 27: 
MC 30022, Sub. 2—P. S. Crebs, Northumberland, Pa., certificate to 
extend operations. 
MC 93263, Sub. 1—H. A. Yeingst, Mt. Holly Springs, Pa., certificate 
to extend operations. 
May 26—Indianapolis, Ind.—State Comm.—Jt. Bd. 60: 
MC 94558—J. L. Thomas, Liberty, Ind., certificate. 
MC 94745—P. Van Ness, Liberty, Ind., certificate. 


Pa.—Benjamin Franklin Hotel—Examiner Sul- 


A $3.25 Traffic Library 


These manuals, published by THE TRAFFIC WORLD, 
cover many phases of traffic management, both funda- 
mentals and technical aspects. They are written by recog- 
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May 26—Kansas City, Mo.—Hotel President—Examiner Dawson: 
MC 59096—Tarkio Truck Line, Tarkio, Mo., certificate or permit. 
MC 94179—L. E. Perrigo, Dennison, Kan., certificate. 


May 26—New York, N. Y.—641 Washington St.—Examiner Freidson: 
MC 93993—Chase Transportation Co., Inc., New York, certificate. 
MC 94926—G. H. Hocking, Yonkers, N. Y., certificate. 


May 26—Philadelphia, Pa.—Benjamin Franklin Hotel—Examiner Sul- 
livan: 
1. & S. M-667—Bakery goods, New York, N. Y., to Philadelphia, Pa. 


May 26—Providence, R. !.—Public Utilities—Jt. Bd. 18: 
MC 27647, Sub. 1—D. H. Dancause Oil Transportation, Ashland, Mass., 
certificate to extend operations. 
MC 91659—L. J. Mathieu, Pawtucket, R. I., certificate or permit. 
MC 93101—Olmstead Parcel Service, Newport, R. I., certificate. 
May 26—Richmond, Va.—Hotel Richmond—Examiner Werner and Jt. 
Bd. 108: 
MC 45509, Sub. 1—W. A. Young Transfer, Disputanta, Va., certificate. 
MC 93144—W. I. Worsham & Bros., Richmond, Va., certificate. 
MC 93662—Ballard Bryant, Arvonia, Va., permit. 


May 26—Salt Lake City, Utah—State Comm.—Jt. Bd. 213: 
McC 89970—Arthur Baxter Truck Line, Jensen, Utah, permit. 


May 26—San Francisco, Calif.—Hotel Empire—Commissioner Splawn 
and Examiners Carter and Haden: 
Ex Parte 127—Status of public stockyard companies. 


May 26—Sioux Falls, S. D.—U. S. Court—Jt. Bd. 147: 
MC 91177—L. G. Hoffman, Wilmont, Minn., certificate or permit. 
MC 95530—G. Taubert, Holland, Minn., certificate. 


May 26—Washington, D. C.—Argument: 
MC 10761—Transamerican Freight Lines, Inc., Detroit, Mich., common 
carrier application. 
MC 73262—Merchants Parcel Delivery Co., Inc., Terre Haute, Ind., 
contract carrier application. 
Finance 9952—C. and E. I. reorganization. 


May 27—Des Moines, la.—Kirkwood Hotel—Examiner Burns: 
MC 94165—F. Boggs, Le Roy, Ia., certificate. 
MC 94240—L. L. Baker, Davis City, Ia., certificate. 


May 27—Grand Rapids, Mich.—U. S. Court—Examiner Higgins: 

* MC F-827—Clover-Leaf Freight Lines, Inc., purchase, Clover-Leaf 
Motor Truck Transportation Co., Inc. 

MC F-892—Blue Arrow Transport Lines, Inc., purchase, J. Mammina. 

MC F-904—Western Michigan ‘Transportation Co., operation, Nelson 
Truck Lines, Inc. 

MC F-905—Western Michigan Transportation Co., operation, H. Slate. 

* MC F-906—Western Michigan Transportation Co., operation, Michi- 

gan Associated Express, Inc. 


May 27—Harrisburg, Pa.—State Comm.—Examiner Garofalo: 
MC 79950, Sub. 1—J. R. Kauffman, Shartlesville, Pa., certificate to 
extend operations. 


May 27—Indianapolis, Ind.—State Comm.—Examiner Kassel: 
MC 31002, Sub. 1—Thomson Truck Line, Clinton, Ind., certificate to 
extend operations. 


May 27—Kansas City, Mo.—Hotel President—Examiner Dawson: 
MC 95766—C. B. Hopkins, Blythedale, Mo., certificate. 
May 27—Minneapolis, Minn.—Nicollet Hotel—Jt. Bd. 142: 


MC 63905—Film Express Service Co., Minneapolis, certificate or per- 
mit. 


May 27—New York, N. Y.—641 Washington St.—Examiner Freidson: 
MC 94393—W. J. Casey Trucking & Rigging Co., Inc., New York, 
certificate. 
May 27—Providence, R. !.—Public Utilities—Jt. Bd. 18: 
MC 94406—Laurel Parcel Delivery, Providence, certificate. 
MC 100050—J. H. Howitt, Seekonk, Mass., certificate. 


May 27—Richmond, Va.—Hotel Richmond—Examiner Werner: 

MC 100013—Tidewater Transfer Co., Richmond, Va., permit. 
May 27—Sioux Falls, S. D.—U. S. Court—Jt. Bd. 147: 

MC 93576—H. O. Hansen, Ellsworth, Minn., certificate or permit. 


May 29—Atlanta, Ga.—Atlanta Biltmore Hotel—Examiner Esch: 
Fourth section application 17626—Grain, grain products—Claxton, Ga., 
to Miami, West Palm Beach, Fla. 
* Fourth section applications 17141, 17432 and 17782—Coal from Brilliant, 
Ala.—Coal from and to points in Alabama. 


May 29—Des Moines, la.—Kirkwood Hotel—Examiner Burns: 
MC 21562, Sub. 2—Kist Truck Lines, Inc., Eagle Grove, Ia., certif- 
icate to extend operations. 


May 29—Harrisburg, Pa.—State Comm.—Examiner Garofalo: 
MC 70267, Sub. 1—E. E. Wagner, Jr., York, Pa., certificate to extend 
operations. 


May 29—Indianapolis, Ind.—State Comm.—Examiner Kassel: 
MC 50132, Sub. 1—Central and Southern Truck Lines, Scottsburg, 
Ind., permit to extend operations. 


May 29—Kansas City, Mo.—President Hotel—Examiner Rice: 
Fourth section application 17552—Automobiles in southwest. 


May 29—New York, N. Y.—641 Washington St.—Examiner Freidson: 
MC 95008—M. & F. Service Trucking, Brooklyn, N. Y., certificate. 
MC 100211—Graccione Bros. & Co., Inc., New York, permit. 

May 29—Philadelphia, Pa.—Benjamin Franklin Hotel—Jt. Bd. 66: 
MC 44724, Sub. 1—M. Kellman, Philadelphia, certificate to extend 

operations. 

May 29—Providence, R. !1.—Public Utilities—Jt. Bd. 232: 

MC 72955—Rhode Island Coach Lines, Westerly, R. I., license. 

May 29—Providence, R. I1.—Public Utilities—Examiner Flood: 
MC 93524—E. M. Greene, Westerly, R. I., certificate. 
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QUAKER LINE 


and 


CALIFORNIA EASTERN LINE 


Coast to Coast Services 
: Albany, New York, Philadelphia, Baltimore, Norfolk, 
: Newport News, Savannah, Jacksonville, Cristobal 
: and 


San Diego, Los Angeles, San Francisco, Oakland, Stockton, Sacramento, 
Portland, Seattle and Tacoma 


| DAWNIC STEAMSHIP CORP. 


General Eastern Agents 
17 Battery Place, New York 
Albany—D & H Building Chicago—327 S. LaSalle St. 
Philadelphie—The Bourse Pittsburgh—Gulf Bldg. 
Norfolk—111 E. Plume Street Detroit—General Motors Bidg. 
Baltimore—Keyser Building Savannah—Cotton Exchange Bldg. 
Boston—33 Broad Street Jacksonville—P. O. Box 1866 
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career in Transportation. It is informative and valuable for 
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asking. So write for it today. 
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ECOGNIZE the office 
manager for his 
achievements. Reward 
him for his loyalty. He 
does a grand job. He is 
the originator of efficien- 
cies and the wall shutting 
off a thousand petty an- 
noyances! With the ever- 
increasing complexities of 
business, he becomes even 
more the key to progres- 
sive management. 

He it was who first per- 
suaded the head man to 
buy a typewriter over 
protests that it was just a 
rattletrap contraption. 
And as for having a young 
woman operate it, they 
said her place was in the 
home! He it was who 
pointed out that the tele- 
phone was modern and 
not just new-fangled. He 
cured the bookkeeper of 
writer’s cramp — intro- 
duced the adding ma- 
chine. Yes, and it was he 








Edison 
salutes 


the 
Office 


Manager 


who brought Ediphone 
Voice Writing into busi- 
ness use, freeing dictator 
and secretary from the 
chains of the old dicta- 
tion methods. 


The office manager is 
the man in the middle. 
He gets problems from 
above and below — and 
solves them all. The Lab- 
oratories of Thomas A. 
Edison, Inc., where Edi- 
phone Voice Writing was 
invented, are grateful to 
the often under-appreci- 
ated office manager for 
his invaluable aid to the 
entire office equipment 
industry. 


Phone the Ediphone 
(your city) or write to 
Dept. X5, Thomas A. Edi- 
son, Ine., West Orange, 
N. J. In Canada, Thomas 
A. Edison of Canada, 
Ltd., 610 Bay Street, To- 


ronto. 


SAY IT TO THE 


Ediphone 


EDISON 





OICEWRITER 
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May 29—Richmond, Va.—Hotel Richmond—Examiner Werner: 
MC 89805—James River Bus Line, Buckingham, Va., certificate. 
MC 93485 and Sub. 1—Virginia Auction House, Richmond, Va., per- 
mit and to extend operations. 


May 29—Salt Lake City, Utah—Hotel Utah—Examiner Schutrumpf: 
Finance 12307—Application of Deep Creek R. R. for permission to 
abandon its entire line in Tooele county, Utah, and Elko county, 
Nev. 


May 29—Sioux Falls, S. D.—U. S. Court—Examiner Cunningham: 
MC 95748—W. Stoltenberg, Clearfield, S. D., certificate. 
MC 95822—C. J. Grossenburg, Colome, S. D., certificate. 


May 31—Akron, O.—Portage Hotel—Jt. Bd. 27: 
MC 43592, Sub. 2—Allen Trucking Co., Canton, O., permit to ex- 
tend operations, 


May 31—Atlanta, Ga.—Henry Grady Hotel—Jt. Bd. 101: 
* MC 100104—West Side Transfer Co., Inc., Atlanta, certificate. 


May 31—Boston, Mass.—Hotel Manger—Jt. Bd. 231: 
MC 17127—Gray Line, Inc., Boston, license. 
MC 87008—Royal Blue Line, Inc., Boston, license. 


May 31—Boston, Mass.—Hotel Manger—Examiner Flood: 
MC 5916—Royal Blue Line, Boston, certificate. 
MC 69394—Gray Line, Inc., Boston, certificate. 


May 31—Brooklyn, N. Y.—Hotel St. George—Examiner Steer: 
Electric railway docket 8—Status of Hudson & Manhattan. 


May 31—Des Moines, la.—Kirkwood Hotel—Examiner Burns: 
MC 92031—A. L. Pickrell & Sons, Fontanelle, Ia., certificate or permit. 
MC 93530—H. H. Eide, Belmond, Ia., certificate. 
MC 95545—A. Lyons, Bedford, Ia., certificate. 


May 31—Harrisburg, Pa.—State Comm.—Examiner Garofalo: 
MC 81353—M. M. Derr, Milton, Pa., certificate or permit. 
MC 1103—Kofman’s, Bellefonte, Pa. 


May 31—Harrisburg, Pa.—State Comm.—Examiner Sullivan: 
MC C-121—Castings and paper—Pa. to Del., D. C., Md., N. J. and 
ie 
|. & S. M-635—Castings and paper—Pa. to Del., D. C., Md., N. J. and 
ee a 


May 31—Indianapolis, Ind.—State Comm.—Examiner Kassel: 
MC 10341, Sub. 1—C. B. Christian Trucking and Storage, South Haven, 
Mich., certificate to extend operations. 
MC 49126—Zimmerman Trucking Service, Knightstown, Ind., certif- 
icate or permit. 
1. & S. M-683—Roofing, St. Louis to Louisville, minimum charges. 
May 31—Jacksonville, Fla.—Mayflower Hotel—Examiner Esch: 
1. & S. 4615—Canned goods, Savannah to Georgia. 


May 31—Kansas City, Mo.—Hotel President—Examiner Rice: 
28188—Mid-West Chandelier Co. vs. C. & O. et al. 


May 31—Fresno, Calif.—Federal Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 75: 
MC 89795—E. Brackney, Woodlake, Calif., permit. 
MC 90872—M. Friis-Hansen, Fresno, certificate. 
May 31—New York, N. Y.—641 Washington St.—Examiner Freidson: 
MC 18128—American Orchestra Co., Newark, N. J., certificate. 
MC 21762—Allied Motor Transportation Co., Inc., New York, cer- 
tificate. 
MC 49395—Charter Coach Corp., Newark, N. J., certificate. 
MC 59768—Cosmopolitan Tourists Co., Inc., Astoria, N. Y., certificate. 


May 31—Richmond, Va.—Hotel Richmond—Jt. Bd. 7: 
MC F-889—Virginia Carolina Coach Co., purchase, Safeway Coach Co. 


May 31—Salmon, Ida.—Federal Bldg.—Examiner Schutrumpf: 
Finance 12275—Application of Gilmore & Pittsburgh for permission 
to abandon its entire line in Beaverhead county, Mont., and Lemhi 
county, Ida. 


May 31—Salt Lake City, Utah—State Comm.—Examiner Olentine: 
MC 59462, Sub. 1—Hadley Transfer & Storage Co., Salt Lake City, 
Utah, certificate to extend operations. 
May 31—Washington, D. C.—Argument: 
* Finance 11681—N. Y. S. & W. reorganization. 


May 31—Sioux Falls, S. D.—U. S. Court—Examiner Cunningham: 
MC 89503—M. Keiper, Milltown, S. D., certificate. 
MC 95541—E. T. Corey, Winner, S. D., certificate. 


May 31—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Pattison: 
Valuation 1235—Imperial Pipe Line Co., Ltd. 


May 31—Winston-Salem, N. C.—Federal Bldg.—Examiner McCaslin: 
MC 6215—Pinnex Transfer Co., Winston-Salem, certificate or permit. 


CHANGES IN DOCKET 

Hearing in MC F-889, assigned for May 16, at Richmond, Va., was 
changed to May 31, at the Hotel Richmond, Richmond, Va., before 
Jt. Bd. 7. 

Hearing in MC 80558, assigned for May 16, at Providence, R. I., be- 
fore Examiner Flood, was postponed to June 1, at the Federal Bldg., 
Providence, R. I., before Examiner Naefe. 

Hearing in MC 64501, assigned for May 17, at Providence, R. I., 
before Examiner Flood, was postponed to June 2, at the Federal Bldg., 
Providence, R. I., before Examiner Naefe. 

Hearing in MC 13746 and MC 28384, assigned for May 20, at Phila- 
delphia, Pa., were postponed to a date to be fixed. 

Hearing in MC 95462 and MC 95463, assigned for May 16, at Brook- 
lyn, N. Y., was postponed to June 16, at the Hotel St. George, Brook- 
lyn, N. Y., before Examiner Naftalin. 

Hearing in MC C-115, assigned for May 18, at Chicago, was post- 
poned to June 20, at the Hotel Sherman, Chicago, before Jt. Bd. 13. 

Hearing in MC F-893, assigned for May 18, at Bluefield, W. Va., 
was cancelled. 
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Important changes in nation-wide RAILWAY EXPRESS rates should bring big 
savings in shipping charges to your business. Reductions apply on shipments 


of 21 pounds or less regardless of distance shipped and on packages up to 50 | 


pounds to many destinations. 

All RAILWAY EXPRESS rates pay big dividends in time and convenience 
(even though charges for heavier shipments are slightly increased). Here 
is one, complete, top-speed shipping service for buyers, distributors, manu- 
facturers and merchants in all lines. Rates include receipts, $50 insurance, 
express train forwarding, and prompt pick-up and delivery without extra 
charge in all cities and principal towns. For complete details and for con- 
venient, nation-wide service, merely phone nearest RAILWAY EXPRESS office. 


Cash in on your share of the savings from these new express rates today. | 
Your local RAILWAY EXPRESS agent will be glad to show how they can be | 


most effectively applied to your shipping problems. 
For super-speed use AIR EXPRESS — 2500 miles overnight! 


XPRESS 








LM ASTID eA Century of Service «1939 Wii 
MF Names and Addresses of _ 
Listl | CLASS 1MOTORCARRIERS OF PROPERTY 
PRICE EARNING $100,000 OR MORE A YEAR 
Making Financial Reports to the 


| INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION 
| ARTHUR HALE Washington Building © WASHINGTON, D. C. 


Copies of Quarterly and Annual Reports Furnished: Prices on Application. 


== Muberd 
S. Calumet Ave. 


MOTOR EXPRESS 





Chicago 


Daily Refrigerator Service Between 


cnenee ATLANTA, GA. INDIANAPOLIS, IND. MIDDLESBORO, KY 
EXINGTON, KY. LOUISVILLE, KY. KNOXVILLE, TENN. 


om. lines serving all points In Kentucky, Tennessee, North Carolina, South Carolina and Georgla 
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Brilliant in colorful beauty, exquisite in fur- 
nishings and equipment, safe, comfortable; the 
six ROCKETS give finer, faster rail service over 
four Midwestern routes, operating daily between: 
CHICAGO - PEORIA 
CHICAGO -DES MOINES 
MINNEAPOLIS-ST. PAUL- DES MOINES - KANSAS CITY 


KANSAS CITY-TOPEKA -WICHITA-OKLAHOMA CITY- 
FORT WORTH- DALLAS 


The ROCKETS are NOT extra fare trains 


FAST THROUGH FREIGHT SERVICE 
Ship via the Route of the Rockets 


Many trains carrying carload and less than carload ship- 
ments to and from the West, Northwest and Southwest. 
Free Pick-up and Delivery of less than carload freight. 
Merchandise cars between all important points. 











ROUTE GALVESTON= 


For EFFICIENT, 
ECONOMICAL SERVICE 
and QUICK DISPATCH 


Galveston Whari Company 


Est. 1854 
Geo. Sealy, Pres. F. W. Parker, V. P. & G. M. 





















5 ne ee ee ee oe orn re 


Largest cotton 
warehouse in 
Europe, at Havre 


SHIP via FRANCE 


Ask for additional information on inland 
rates...map of France free upon request 


FRENCH NATIONAL RAILROADS 


610 FIFTH AVENUE 
NEW YORK CITY,WN. Y: 


QUICKEST ROUTE TO OR FROM 


SWITZERLAND 
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Guide to Motor Transport Lines 


(This Guide is published in the third issue of each calendar month) 


Purpose of Guide 


This Guide has been prepared to provide trafic managers 
with conveniently organized information about respon- 
sible motor transport lines. The dependability of each 
advertiser has er investigated. Each has been highly 
recommended by well known shippers and has provided 
satisfactory villous as to financial responsibility. 


Althou . THE TRAFFIC WORLD has taken every 
reasonable precaution to restrict this Guide to respon- 
sible, dependable and capable motor transport operators, 
it assumes no oo nsibility for dealings or service. I/t 
requests, however, t ie on ic managers Taos any unsatis- 
factory pan a or dealings, should arise. The 
source of such reports will not be Reed even in cases 
that warrant the dropping of advertisers. 


Two Indexes Make Guide Easy to Use 


To simplify the finding of a service to fit any shipper's 
requirements, two indexes have been p on 
Alphabetical Index: When a — sike 

wanted, refer to the alphabetical in 


Index of qe Transport Lines by ‘Key Distribution 
Areas: This index saallien the user to find the service or 
services available between any two points without resort 
to a complicated system of les or cross references. 
Each motor transport line is — under all of the bey 
cities it serves. Deloss each listing is a symbol whi 

shows the direction of the company's service into and 
out of the city. This system ~ sn raee symbols 


is illustrated by the following examples: 
This indicates a local cartage company serving 
© Key City and Suburbs only. 


© This indicates that the intercity service offered 
by the company is » ey within the Key 
istribution Area eerved by =| Key City—See 

“Key Distribution Area”’ wall map. 


~ This indicates that four routes are operated to 
points beyond the Key City: east, south, south- 
west, and northwest. e BOLD FACE 
signifies that the operations over these routes are 
both interstate and intrastate in character. 


company is 


_! This indicates that pag routes are operated to 
t points beyond the Key City: south, west, and 
north. he LIGHT FACE indicates that 
operations over these routes are interstate in 
character. 


Cases in which the services from a Key City are 
both Interstate and Intrastate the predominant 
character of these services determines whether light 
or bold face symbols are used. 


Shipments originate, with few exceptions, from major 
distribution pate The use of these cities makes 
possible the following quick, simple procedures for the 
selection of motor transport services: 

Routes from One Key City to Another: 


1. Look under both cities for the name or names of 
motor transport lines that serve both cities, then 
check maps in the advertisements of these com- 
panies for details of the character of service offered. 

2. If no company offers a through service, check maps of 
those companies which are prefa by_ directional 
symbols indicating that they offer a service going in 
the direction wanted and make the selection of the 
companies to used on the basis of the most 
efficient connections. 

Routes to or from Key Cities to Other Points: 


Check directional symbols under the Key City for com- 
panies operating services in the direction of the other 
point, then refer to individual maps. 


Routes Between Points Other than Key Cities: 


Refer to the motor transport lines listed under the Key 
Cities nearest the points to be served. The direc- 
tional symbols provide the means of determining 
which companies offer services in the directions 
wanted. The recording of major highway numbers 
makes possible the selection of an assu service 
between any two points listed on a highway map 

even when ose points are not shown on e 

advertiser's map. 


Arrangement of Advertisements 


Data for companies servin Leg aenee or anemegeing 
regions are grouped. It is ible to plan a co- 
ordinated system of distribution fo studying the avail- 
able services by regions. 

Data Regarding Advertisers: The facts listed for each 
motor line follows a uniform arrangement: 

1. General facts. 


2. Address, telephone and teletype numbers, and person 
with whom to communicate at general office, and, 
when space permits, this data is also shown for 
branch offices 


3. Equipment—character, number of units, ownership. 


4. Insurance—types and amounts carried. When 
amount is shown, it relates in all cases to unit cover- 
age per vehicle or whatever other standard unit is 
applicable. All insurance data is verified at time 
advertiser is accepted. Important—When a star (*) 
is u it signifies that E TRAFFIC WORLD 
has establi an arrangement with the under- 
woliew or its agent by which it will be informed of 
any lapse in the insurance or bonds. 


5. Schedules of operations—number of runs daily, 
whether day or night runs, and average time of runs 
between major terminals, etc.—are shown when 
space permits. 


6. Special services and facilities—data regarding ac- 
ceptance of C.O.D. shipments, special terminal 
facilities, local services, etc. 


7. Association memberships are reported since some 
trafic managers use this as a measure of the standing 
of a company. 


Character of Highway Service Offered by Motor 
Transport Lines: The individual maps that accom- 
pany advertisements have been uniformly prepared. 
After once becoming familiar with the significance of the 
various types of route lines shown, one can tell at a 
glance the character of service offered via each route 
operated by each motor line. 


qummmmms Daily INTER- and INTRAstate service. 
se Daily INTERstate service (no INTRAstate). 
Daily coordinated rail-motor service. 








emus Service 2 or 3 times weekly. 
see Irregular or special service routes. 
=sceees: Connecting lines. 

eececece Ferries. 


© O Principal points served. =| Terminal cities. 


Unless otherwise noted on maps, motor lines offer- 
ing an intrastate service are also interstate 
operators when their routes extend into other states. 


LAPSE OF INSURANCE: The (*) appearing in in- 
surance statements signifies that an arrangement has been 


made whereby any lapse in insurance or bonds will-be 
reported immediately to The TRAFFIC WORLD 


__ Alphabetical Index to Companies That Provide Outstanding Motor Transport Service __ 


COMPANY 





COMPANY 


Page 








COMPANY Page COMPANY Page 
Barnwell Brothers, Inc........... 2 Gateway City Transfer Co...... 5 McNamara Motor Express, Inc.. 4 ont Bose Semen er 3 
Clemans Truck Lines, Inc........ 4 Inland Motor Freight.......... 5 Merchants Fast Freight Service... 5 : : 
Consolidated Freightways, Inc.. 5 Inter-State System.............-. 3 The Norwalk Truck Line Co..... 4 Wolverine Express, Inc.......... 4 
7 . . . 
Index of Motor Transport Lines by Key Distribution Areas 
CALIFORNIA ILLINOIS INDIANA TERRE HAUTE MARYLAND DETROIT MUSKEGON 
SAN FRANCISCO CHICAGO EVANSVILLE .!. Inter-State payee eeeieto 33* — ee he 
‘ System...... 3 ste Barnwell a Norwalk ' ‘Truck * a veeeee 3 
Consolidated ' Gateway City r " rs sienpepeeapeee e 7 verine 
* rena T ne. .5 : oe eae ls +t — 3 >! Inter-State ' Line........ ' Express, Inc. .4 
ete IOWA System......3 FLINT SAGINAW 
33 + a ogg .. Novick Transfer Inter-State 
DELAWARE System ...... 3 FORT WAYNE CEDAR RAPIDS ? Company....3 3$s  System...... 3 3, nger-State ‘ 
ts Shirks Motor Ex. ' Norwalk Teuck id ystem...... 
WILMINGTON . Binsin »'« Inter-State ‘ x a gg 5° - eee oo. Boswressss ‘ oeenels eee 
dis “1s System...... . ystem...... Se Tidewater a he MB. cccccecs 
33 —— 2 ~ Norwalk Teak $° SR iaes see pe engl ne~wheied 
imine SOE cn xaee ee eq Norwalk baie =:t Inter-“tate 
. Novick Transfer DE incvonat DAVENPORT CUMBERLAND System...... 3 MINNESOTA 
, Company... .3 _¢ Wolverine « Barnwell Clemans Truck 
! ‘ a Ex Express, Inc. .4 cagesuameoe Sm :s  Brothers..... 2 ¢ Sere MINNEAPOLIS 
5 vile ystem...... 3 . McNamara Motor c lidated 
a (See Chicago) MASSACHUSETTS -; Express.Inc..4 *. “qnecidated 
DIST. oF cor. BOSTON JACKSON senna 
4 Inter-State INDIANAPOLIS KENTUCKY . Inter-State ae “ Conway City ‘ 
WASHINGTON ot a 3 > System...... 3 3: $ oe tate . ' ransfer..... 
$ Clemans Truck , QUISVILLE Syetem. ..... Inter-State 
° A * Norwalk beer od 
33° ——s _ 2 ROCKFORD LB. <0 -5is' a MICHIGAN ms algae ystem...... 3 
pie Novick Transfer, Coseway City 2!¢ Inter-State oe BATTLE CREEK KALAMAZOO ST. PAUL — ; 
Company... .3 a co. ore z 7; System...... 3 ® Clemans Truck 6 Clemans Truck (See Minneapolis) 
¢ Shirks Motor Ex 3 Lines 4 a ee 4 
° Bm ee tk di iiiiiaiaatitiataa, I S O 20 H ¢ ee 
pe Seip... -9 334 eae Sie SOUTH BEND LO@UESIANA 33s Inter-State On SntieSiate saeeenes , 
$e Tidewater Exp. ee 3 ry System...... =: System...... 3 2! Cyppeny City ; 
eee 2 Se Clemane Treck ALEXANDRIA _. McNamara Motor _! McNamara Motor . ransfer..... 
ROCK ISLAND . See ¢ Merchants Fast Express,Inc..4 4). Express,Inc. .4 
o - 
IDAHO (See Davenport) a daa Freight ....... BAY CITY LANSING MISSOURI 
BOISE SPRINGFIELD 7) “System......3 SHREVEPORT . 3t Ingrotte ST. LOUIS 
+, Consolidated + Inter-State Norwalk bane ~ Merchants Fast . Norwalk tenet Norwalk Truck .< Inter-State 
e*s ~~ Frtways,Inc..5 #$ System...... ali: aa ** RG pare Freight ....... ' ivbsekee ce . See ca Sere 3 
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| Index of Motor Transport Lines by Key Distribution Areas (Continued) 
: MONTANA NEW YORK NORTH DAKOTA TOLEDO HARRISBURG WILLIAMSPORT SPOKANE 
: 
.. Barnwell ae J '. Barnwell - 2... Consolidated 
{ BILLINGS > - onan boo 2 mngeee™ . 3 . ——- a ait oe 2 aay = gag Ex Tg ay 
Consolidated i = -.- Consolidate Novick Transfex $, Inland Motor 
- ystem...... 3 Frt ,Inc..5 »s¢¢ Norwalk by Soe ° eee . 
| Frtways, Inc. .5 ™ Novick Transfer reways, ine 3: 1 Sonesgeliigina , rem-rn case SO. CAROLINA * Freight...... 5 
‘ BUTTE , Company....3 FARGO Se gg ~ couueenen TACOMA 
Consolidated YOUNGSTOWN ’ e-€ aad 
:¢ Consolidated ROCHESTER Pe F I 5 Tidewater Exp. ° —— 
Frtways, Inc. .5 a es ’ as sana 2 »i¢ Barnwell ' Frtways, Inc..5 
y a s°e ingen Cinote >.< Inter-State Brothers. .... 2 
: GREAT FALLS wae a OHIO TE +> <0. 3 JOHNSTOWN WALLA WALLA 
a) press Corp....3 AKRON *,  Shirks Motor Ex- Novick Transfe: aati ait ied Motor 
. Consolidated * press Corp.. .3 : Company... .3 See 5 
eos Frtways, Inc. .5 SYRACUSE >'<¢ Inter-State LYNCHBURG 
oS Geel, ose. 3 WENATCHE:x 
OREGON PHILADELPHIA t's Barnwell 
o> Inter-State >! Norwalk Truck ° te 2 ¥ 
NEVADA SS System...... 3 Bc 6.085 o0 4 KLAMATH _.¢ Barnwell a SOSMETS. .-- -.~- Consolidated 
LAMA FALLS 5 ecthaes 2 ee es Frtways, Inc. .5 
RENO NO. CAROLINA CINCINNATI ¢_ Consolidated 3% Inter-State ‘ Company....3 varima 
.¢ Consolidated ASHEVILLE >!+ Inter-State rege, Ene..5 hai NORFOLK +, 4 Consolidated 
, Frtways, Inc. .5 , System...... 3 _!¢ Novick Lai oie Frtways, Inc. .5 
of Set . PENDLETON ** Company... _! Barnwell 
NEW JERSEY sia CLEVELAND ea >, Shirks Motor Ex- ” Brothers. ....2 WISCONSIN 
>! onsolidated ? press Corp... .3 
CHARLOTTE ..¢ Inter-State s  Frtways, Inc. .5 RICHMOND 
CAMDEN _ ; a ideale 748 ystem...... PITTSBURGH LA CROSSE 
(See Philadelphia) +  Brothers..... 2 « Norwalk Toul PORTLAND w3a BetenGiiain 33¢ ee o we Cqpewer p city 
JERSEY CITY- % Bective cus > a System Re 3 , FOCHEIS..... «*®  transfer..... 
NEWARK DURHAM Shirks Motor Ex- +4 Consolidated 
(See New York) ute Stems s press Corp... .3 s Frtways, Inc. .5 READING ROANOKE MADISON 
a) Brothers..... 2 _. Barnwell 7: Cleat >,. Gateway City 
NEW YORK COLUMBUS ee Inland Motor 74 Brothers... .. 2 ofS Brothers 2 . Transfer..... 5 
GREENSBORO Freight eeccce i” A ka eT er 
senate seen te ngeSine “Ska Meth ety emwaveee 
_'¢ Barnwe td ystem...... tees : 
Inter-State — Ee. -. ’ eens Shirks —— ~~ ~ Cree — 
eee ~s press T..-% wWeammmppeermeee OSS 
¢° System... > RALEIGH waianictagis ALLENTOWN- — fe 
- »'+ Inter-State BETHLEHEM SCRANTON- SEATTLE 7 System 3 
e BUFFALO >!¢ Barnwell ie eee 3 ee el LS. eee 
* ? Brothers... .. 2 McNamara Motor 
..- Barnwell Barnwell Consolidated : Exnesnluc. .4 
: oye MEEState 5 “WINSTON-SALEM SPRINGFIELD *+” Brothers.....2 4; “Brothers.....2. i$ — Frtways,Inc..5 —' vise eas 
; _¢ Shirks Motor Ex- _ ‘+ Barnwell ate Insew-Bente . Novick Transfer | Novick Transfer . InlandMotor SUPERIOR 
> *s press Corp....3. 7%;*% Brothers..... 2 . ystem...... 3 ' Company....3 7 Company... .3 . Freight...... 5 (See Duluth) 
i B ll Broth I Tid E Li I 
Re arnwe rotners, imc. idewater Express Lines, Inc. 
3 ICC Certif. No. 14181 a Teletype 184 INCORPORATED (MD.) Established 1933 BALTIMORE, MD. 
: B. L. Frazier P. L. Walker Telephone—SOuth 1551-2 
V. P. and T. M.—Rates BURLINGTON, N. C. Vv. P.—Solicitation, A A Ty. Bennett 
TARIFF AGENCIES: So. Motor Carrier Rate Traffic Manager 
— <ontt Mid. Atlantic States Motor Carrier BRANCH OFFICES 
SII’ , Aberdeen, Md., Bel Air Ave. 
SPOR: tt pacer: 0 sale To Keen (ater Ghee tet 
om; ° ° ke) road 
CONNECTING LINES; Inter- Red Lek PENNSYLVANIA| Norman biurray’ (Tel. 681) 
3 change at New York, / Yor, Pa., Charles & Howard 8ts. 
Searery. Seuetee. Phila- H. og C.. 6122) 
4 elphia, and Baltimore. ng, © . 
INSURANCE: *Cargo $40,- Wasi » 3015 B. &. 
nda sg . agua Fire & 1 A =a (Tel, MET. 2248) 
Web. Lisd..625 (20,000; —— Co. (Tel. 
e * Prop. Dam. $5, 000— 2-2164) is 
ack awe Reciprocal Ex- Harrisburg, Pa., 1539 Walnut 8t. 





* Work. Comp.—Asso- 
ciated Indemnity. 

MEMBER: A. T. A.; N. C. 
Truck Owners Assn. 


All 


Hill Express (Tel. 3-6121) 
TARIFF AGENCIES 
nee D. T. Waring, W. M. 


\- 
Through bills of ladings and 






































rates with principal steamship 
5 Cametane lies, serving Chesapeake Bay, 6 
eguitar 
fo a EQUIPMENT LOCAL FACILITIES 
Seroice 2 tractors, 2 trailers. Trucks, 28 Terminals with rail sidings: 
erul vans (12 carry ice for refrigeration ? , 
when needed); 2 open bodies. All Baltimore, Frederick. 
\\ company owned. SCHEDULES 
BRANCH OFFICES INSURANCE , ; 
NEW YORK —Barnw ell Brothers Cargo, $5,000 plus $2,500 Daily common carrier service to 
490Greenwich Bt. Tol aber E4000 (Northern Assur. Co. of London) @ll points with irregular service on 
.5 BALTIMORE. Atl Gone pe ne . . . Public Liability, $10,000 & truck load lots. Operating over 
1240 Nanticoke St.” Gilmer ??40-1eae $50,000; Property Damage, highways in Maryland (intra- 
RICHMOND—Blue & Gr: & Gray Trans. Co. $5,000-$50 deductible (Fidelity 





Tel. 3-0276 
CHARLOTTE—Barnwell Brothers 
632 Dowd Road Tel. 3-7538 


SHELBY (N. C.)—Barnwell Brothers 
Tel. 530 







state and interstate); Pennsyl- 
vania and District of Columbia 
(interstate). 


and Casualty Co. of N.Y.). Work- 
ingmen’s Compensation (Lum- 
berman’s Mutual Casualty). 
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Shippers Use the Guide 










Noshomberlend — 
PENNSYLVANIA po Cnet Pim Sanh ork 
cI Altoone J ’ 4} 


eae 







Cargo, $25,000. 
argo ,000. 
hoe | Pub. Liab. $25/| | Accurate— 
PR ininger Y 50,00 Prop. 
bars \ \S Y net, JERSEY S/ Dam., $5,000. 
Ty, aN PW Baiumore Wethwen's Comp. up-to-the-minute inf. ation 
VIRGINIA FQ oi CONNECTING LINES: New York City = ee nee + © 
_ Sa Washington | to New England & New York State 
| ee RYLAND) Points. Roanoke to ba nia, North 
4 ‘} nh, Semen & v . ——- 
"Cen ty ws ints. nchester to Pittsburg 
“tos po Pas o> endl ° 
Coveneh OA eN i, VIRGINIA ™% SERVICE: Daily schedules. Reliable— 
ay om pee. ¢ | POOL CAR DISTRIBUTION: Winchester. 
Roanoke a Lynchburg aay ) i} MEMBER: Va. Highway Users Assn.; 
































S. Robert Posey, Pres. 
COMMON CARRIER— ONNRCT INA LINES "= eae 



















CC Docket No. 1658 
EQUIPMENT: 10 Trac- 


tors, 12 trailers. 
12 van, | 
open. All company 
own 

SERVICE FEATURES: 
Daily serv. all routes. 
Pick-up and delivery 22 
at all points. Cartage service at Lancaster. 


BRANCH OFFICES 
Baltimore—Ericsson Transfer Company. 
Buffalo—Chas. A. Kuhns 
Cleveland—Shirks Motor Express. 
Philadelphia—Needham's Express. 
Rochester—Keystone Carting Co. 
Wilmington—Wooleyhan Transport Co. 
INS.— aioe $10,000-$20,000. %* Pub. 
Liab.,$10,000-$20,000. %* Prop.Damage, 
$10,000-$20,000. x Workmen’ s Comp. 





“ 700 N. Cameron St. WINCHESTER. VA. 
ransfer Company [Wi«*/ ‘Se > setypo= 
a Ate B. Belchic, Traf. Mgr. 


EQUIPMENT: 26 
tractors, 26 trailers. 
Trucks, 14 vans. 


Highway Transport. Assn., N.Y.;A.T. 


iz Shirks Motor Express Corp. «ij 
MANHEIM PIKE 
LANCASTER, PA. 





Moline- 


Peoria) 


Louisville 








Unexcelled Transportation over fast, direct, scheduled 
routesthrough 16 industrial states. Terminals and 
Warehouses in principal cities. Check these advantages: 


Registering stations (electric time Wire reports on trucks in transit. 
locks) every 100 miles or less. C.O.D. deliveries accepted. 

Free pick-up. Free delivery. Experienced personnel. 

Teletype service. Courteous operators. 

Insurance inspectors at terminals. Fully insured cargoes. 

Highway Patrol System. Modern equipment. 








Because They Find It— 


“Because of the continual changes in motor transportation, the 


. in the Guide is often referred to.” 


(mail order company) 


Denver, Colorado 


A “Reliable information—such as you furnish, is badly needed in 
view of conditions that exist today. The main information should be 


as to reliability. Your Guide as to responsibility is a great help.” 


Time Saving— 


Economical— 


Lad 
on our part. 


(building supply company) 
Davenport, lowa 


“The Guide saves us time in investigation of new contacts which 
are necessary in expanding business.” 


(pharmaceutical manufacturer) 
North Chicago, Illinois 


“Guide used because of the investigation made of advertisers. 
These are taken at face value, and thus eliminate much costly expense 


(steel company) 
Chicago, Illinois 





Inter-State System 


CENTRAL MICHIGAN Bas hte INC. 
EASTERN MICHIGAN FREIGHT LINES 





St. Antiin at isin “_ sia Mich. 
B. C. Sproul, General Traffic Manager 


Common Carrier 


Boethed | in 1934, a Michigan corporation. 
C. Docket No. 35628. 


Equipment 
Total (owned and leased)—550 tractors, 445 
trailers; 75 trucks. Company owned—232 
tractors, 230 trailers; 75 pick-up trucks. All 
equipmcnt modern and efficient. 


Insurance 


All forms of insurance carried in companies 
oomened to do business in each state as 
ay 
: $10, py ee Public Liability, 
5800.30 Property Damage, $5,000; 
te ete s Compensation. 


INTER-STATE MOTOR FREIGHT erorens 


Syracuse 


NEW YORK 


Tariff Agency 


Central States Motor Freight Bureau 


Schedules and Extent of Service 


Petientes day deliveries are ordinarily made 
on all shipments within a mile radius of 
principal terminal points. 

All schedules based on 22% 
schedules operated daily. 
livery everywhere. 
Through lines and established connecting 
lines serve more than 7,600 points in the 


United States. 
Association Memberships 


A.T.A.; Mich. T.A.; Ohio T.A.; Chambers 
of Commerce in principal cities served 


m.p.h. All 
Pick-up and de- 

















Guide to Motor Transport Lines 





CENTRAL STATES 





















Clemans Truck Lines, Inc. 


COMMON CARRIER, I. C. C. Certificate No. 2136 
Established 1929 Incorporated 1934 


815 Pennsylvania St., South Bend, Ind. 


A. C. Clemans, President Tel. 4-2116 


TARIFF AGENCY: Indiana Motor Rate & Tariff Bureau. 


BRANCH OFFICES: Battle Creek, 68 Pittee St. (Tel. 
6511); Elkhart, 1401 W. Beardsley Ave. (Tel. 339); Grand 
Rapids, 39 Front Ave.S. W. (Tel. 8-1148); Indianapolis, 
301 S. Alabama St. (Tel. Li. 4514); Kalamazoo, 439 P. 


ortage 
St. (Tel. 2-0158); Kokomo, 905 N. Union St. (Tel. 7381). 


EQUIPMENT: 12 Tractors; Trailers, | full, 11 semi (6 
open, 5 closed). Trucks, | van, 10 open. All equipment 
company owned. 


INSURANCE: Cargo, $10,000 (Hartford Fire Ins. Co.) 
*Public Liability, $10,000 & $50,000; *Property Dam- 
age, $5,000; %Workingmen’s Compensation. (Hartford 
Accident & Indemnity Co.) 


ASSOCIATIONS: A.T.A., Indiana Motor Truck Assn. 














=j Indianapolis 
CONNECTIONS TO ALL POINTS 
SOUTHEAST, SOUTH, SOUTHWEST 






Motor Line Indexes Make Selection 
of Services Easy 


To simplify the finding of a service to fit any shipper’s requirements, 
two indexes have been prepared: 


Alphabetical Index: When a specific company is wanted, refer to 
the alphabetical index. 


Index of Motor Transport Lines by Key Distribution Areas: 
This index enables the user to find the service or services available 
between any two points without resort to a complicated system of 

es or cross references. Each motor transport line is listed under 
all of the key cities it serves. Before each listing is a symbol which 
shows the direction of the company’s service into and out of the city. 


The symbols, see first page of Motor Section, are simple and 
easy to use. 





Inc. 1931 
Est. 1927 
E. McNamara, Pres. 

M.I. McNamara, Treas. 
TARIFF AGENCY: Central 


States Motor Freight Bureau. | | 


BRANCH OFFICES: Battle 
Creek, Tel. 22522; Chicago, 
Tel. Victory 7471; Grand 
Rapids, Tel. 9-8914; i 
waukee, Tel. Mar. 4177. 
EQUIPMENT: 21 tractors, 5 
trailers, 22 semi- (4 refr.); 
trucks, 9 van, 2 oe 
INSURANCE: x*Cargo, $5,- 
$10,000 (Springfield Fire & 
Marine); * Pub. Liab. $25,- 
$50,000;* Prop.Dam. $5,000 
(Amer. Fidel. & Cas.); Work- 
ingmen’s Comp. ; 
SERVICE: Daily, overnight 
del. P. & D. at all Eaae 
MEMBER: A.T.A., C.M.F. 
A., Ch. of Com. Chicago, 
Kalamazoo, Milwaukee. 




















McNamara Motor Express, Inc. 
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Common Carrier 
ICC Doe. No. 58954 


KALAMAZOO, MICH. 436 W. Willard St. 
INTERSTATE SERVICE 


Tel.-31371 


yi. Milwaukee CONNECTING LINES 
\ AT THESE POINTS 


~ BATTLE CREEK 
CHICAGO 








Wolverine Express, Inc. 
COMMON CARRIER—ICC Certificate No. 2998 
Established 1928 Incorporated (Mich.) 1930 


659 W. Western Ave., Muskegon, Mich 
Telephone—22-681 
B. F. Deyman, President 


George A. Johnson, General Manager 
TARIFF AGENCY, Central Mot. Frt. Assn., Chicago. 
BRANCH OFFICES—Grand Haven, Oscar 
Ehrmann to oa 738 S. Clinton, 
Art Gerkie (Tel.—Wa 4738). 
EQUIPMENT—331 Tractors, 22 Trailers. Trucks: 
17 open; 9 refrigerator. Total, 79 units—67 com- 
pany owned. 

INSURANCE-—Cargo, $10,000 and $5,000. 
Public Liab. $50 000——$100,000. Property 
Dam., $50,000—$100,000 with additional $5,000— 
$10,000 orkingmen’s Comp. 
ASSOCIATIONS—Mich. Truck. Assn.; A.T.A. 
Ind. Mot. Frt.; Chicago A. of A. 





The Norwalk Truck Line Co. 


J.E.Ernsthausen COMMON CARRIER Established 1921 
President 1.C.C. Docket No. 71096 Incorporated (Ohio) 
C. W. Hoke 36 Woodlawn Ave. 


Vice-President NORWALK, OHIO 


TARIFF AGENCIES 
Central Motor Freight Assn., Inc. 
Ohio Motor Frt. Tariff Bureau. 


EQUIPMENT 
115 Tractors (75 company owned); 
127 trailers (125 company owned); 
30 truck bodies (all company owned). 

INSURANCE 
* Cargo, $10/25,000 (The Connecticut 
ire Ins. Co.). Public Liability, 
*Property Damage, *Work- 
men’s Compensation, and Liability 
Insurance on All Terminals (The Service Member, A.T.A.; Akron 
Travelers Insurance Co. & The Travelers Motor Transportation; Chicago Assn. 
Liability Co.). %Blanket Employees of Com.; and Chambers of a in 
Bond (Mass. Bondin: .). Also South Bend, Fort Wayne, Detroit, 
bonded by new A. T. 4 bond. Cargo Toledo and Cleveland. 


To Milwaukee \ | 


— Lake Michigan 


. \ 
‘ 
t ‘ 
° s \ 
Davenport WV Evanston 


sOnshe, oem ON 
ak @. 


\ 


Telephone—71 or 244 
Policy includes all standard Cargo 
coverages and, in addition, Theft of an 
entire shipping package, Tornado, Riot, 
Strike, etc. 

Shippers are given complete insurance 
protection—all policies are with large, 
strong American stock companies. 


SERVICE & SCHEDULES 
Daily service over all lines—over night 
delivery via our own lines. 


MEMBER 


‘ Vij - 

A ea yee 
Suu EAS OX 
4 ee ta — 29) La Porte Wyatt 
8S Lovie 


ILLINOIS INDIANA 
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“Satisfy your Customerswith 
Norwalk Truck Line Service’’ Cleveland, 33rd & Hamilton (Prospect 5350) 


Sw 
Bay City WV Lhacixaw BAY 




































OHIO TERMINALS 
Akron, 100 Miller St. (Franklin 5195) 


lyria, 124 N. Maple St. (Phone 3484) 
Fremont, 211 E. State St. (MAin 2825) 
Lorain, 206 11th St. (Phone 4135) 
Mansfield, 198 N. Franklin St. (Canal 2160) 
Norwalk, 36 Woodlawn (Phone 244) 
Sandusky, 1000 Maple St. (Phone 1325) 
Toledo, 145 8. St. Clair St. (Adams 4291) 

MICHIGAN TERMINALS 
Bay City, Foot of 1st St. (Phone 2622-R) 
Detroit, 117 N. Junc. Ave. (VInewd 2-1435) 
Flint, 1220 Stever St. (Phone 3-5518) 
Jackson, 404 Water St. (Phone 4028) 
Lansing, 925 8. Grand Ave. (Phone 5-3449) 
Monroe, 317 W. Front St. (Phone 1032-J) 
Pontiac, 675 S. Saginaw St. (Phone 2-0115) 
Saginaw, 303 W. Genessee Ave. (Phone 8131) 

INDIANA TERMINALS 
Auburn, 334 W. 9th St. (Phone 618-J) 
Elkhart, 1401 W. Beardsley Ave. (Phone 466) 
Fort Wayne, 805 High St. (ANthony 4363) 
Goshen, 9th & Nye St. (Phone 111) 
Hammond, 1055 Ind. Blvd. (WHiting 783) 
Kendallville, 1018 Garden St. (Phone 378-J) 
La Porte, 1203 First St. (Phone 2354) 
Michigan City, 2nd & Pine Sts. (Phone 821) 

ILLINOIS TERMINAL 
Chicago, 2440 W. Cermak Rd. (CANal 1320) 
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Gateway City Transfer Co. 
INCORPORATED (WIS.) COMMON CARRIER 
Established 1896 I. C. C. Docket—80430 


John F. McGrath LA CROSSE, WIS. 417-431 N. Third St. 
Vice-Pres. & Traf. Mgr. Teletype—28104 Telephone—179 & 199 
TARIFF AGENCIES: Northwest Tariff Bureau; Central States Bureau 


‘° on, ‘o Bemidj 
ae al Gateway ~~ Transfer Co., Inc. 
_ Diver Lie z wi Z A Intrastate Operations 
N.D. (kh, Oe Brainerd Chigpewe. Fall including 
yy points n omah on 12, 


ats VS / <4 with no preenenng, Pe (local) 
ISCONS service between Tomah ai 
ale, ISCONSIN Milwoukee 
of Richland Center on 14. 


_—. ain, Kg To 
Alexendrie 
Seuk Center _ ce Lake 
Between Le Crosse and Rich- 


> Bloom" 
oe “fez au land Contes on Highany 94, 


Between Milwaukee end 


Valley, including points north | 77) 


tevideo including intermediste points. 


Between Medison end Coon 
Valley, including points north 
of Richland Center on 14. 


Granite Falls 
a" 
$.D. | ee re. we 
a 


BRANCH OFFICES: Chicago, 
2433-53 W. 18th St. (Haymarket 
4411); Milwaukee, 1208 South 
Second St. (Mitchell 4949); St. 
Paul, 366 Ferdinand Ave. (Nes- 
tor 2806); Eau Claire, 429 
Gibson St. (Tel.—9833); Chip- 
pewa Falls, 818 High St. (Tel.— 
161); Winona, 7 76-78 E. 2nd St. 
(Tel.— 3665); La Crosse, 417-431 N. 
3rd (Tel. 179). 
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LOCAL SERVICES: La Crosse—Pool 
car dist.; cartage; rail siding; affiliated 
EQUIPMENT: 29 tractors, 26 trailers, With Murphy Brothers Warehouses. 

32 straight trucks. Allcompany owned. Winona—Pool car dist.; cartage. 
INSURANCE: Cargo, $10,000-$25- SPECIAL SERVICES: C.O.D. collec- 
000 (Ins. Co. of No. Am.) ... *Public tions. P. & D. included in rates. 


Liability, $25,000-$50,000. »*%Property ‘. : : 
Ransnen Late Ghaek ledamaler Go. AGENTS FOR: Universal Carloading 


* Workingmen’s Comp., complete & Distributing Company. 
coverage (Employers Mutual of Wausau, MEMBERS: A.T.A.; Assn. of Com.— 
Wis.) ... % Fidelity Bonds (Am. Bonding Chicago, Milwaukee, St. Paul. 
Co.). REFERENCE: Dun & Bradstreet. 
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Guide to Motor Transport Lines 
CENTRAL, SOUTHWEST AND PACIFIC STATES 


Merchants Fast Freight Service, Inc. 


Inc. (La.) COMMON CARRIER—I. C. C. Docket Nes. 19690 & 26008 Est. 1925 
219 Walnut St. 
Telephone—780 & 781; Teletype—5S 
MONROE, LA. 


N. E. Dawson 
Vice-Pres. & Gen. Mgr. 


TARIFF BUREAU:S.W. Motor Freight Bur., Dallas. 


BRANCH OFFICES: oo ng Tel. 584; Baton 
Rouge; Shreveport, Tel. 4939 

EQUIPMENT: 12 tractors, 12 trailers. Trucks— 
4 van, | open, | heavy duty. All company owned. 
INSURANCE: Cargo, $1,000-$5,000; *%Public 
Liability, $10,000-$20,000; Property Damage, 
$5,000; Workmen’s Compensation, self-insured. 
Cc. O. D. Shipments accepted. 
CONNECTIONS: With responsible lines at 
Alexandria, Shreveport, Monroe, Baton Rouge. 
ASSOCIATIONS: National Safety Council; 
Louisiana Motor Freight Bureau, Inc. 


Incorporated (Wash 
Established 1918 


Cecil Gray 
Rate Agent 


TARIFF AGENCY: Pacific Inland 
Tariff Bureau, 214 Weatherly Build- 
ing, Portland, Oregon. 

BRANCH OFFICES 
Portland—1001 S. E. Water Ave. 
Seattle—1565 Sixth Ave. S. 
Walla Walla—339 S. Second St. 
Lewiston—739 F St. 
CouleeCenter(CouleeDam, Wash. ) 
Coeur d’Alene—214.Lake Side Ave. 
EQUIPMENT: 6 tractors, 36 trail- 
ers. Trucks, 74 van, 5 open, 2 
heavy euty. All co: mr owned. 
INSURANCE: * Cargo, $ °006-$10,000; 
*Pub. Liab., $25,000-$50,000; 
*Prop. Dam.,$5,000; *Em Liab. 
POINTS IN SPOKANE AREA not 
served by us are served by carriers 
operating from our terminal—one 

of best in U. S., all under one roof. 


CONSOLIDATED 
FREIGHTWAYS, INC. 


-) ° Cc. Carri 
Inland Motor Freight :ce°on°No- $9077 
SPOKANE, WASH. _ S. 110 Sheridan St. 
Teletype—94 Phone—Riverside 3194 
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BILLINGS 
VIN NOStOW 
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INQUIRE ABOUT OURJMANY SERVICE FEATURES 





INTERSTATE OPERATIONS: 
All States 


SACRAMENTO 

SAN manait os a STOCKTON ~ 
INTRASTATE OPERATIONS: 
Idaho— Montana—Oregon 


\fe, 
\S = 
¥ 
Washington 


POOL CAR DISTRIBUTION: Shipments may 
be consigned for distribution to, or in care of, Con- cost of unloading, segregating and reloading. 
solidated Freightways, Inc., at points on its own NWEMBER: 
lines. When such shipments are billed to Con- 
solidated Freightways, Inc., 


for which service a charge will be made to cover 


Pacific Inland Tariff Bureau; 
Inter-Mountain-Coast Motor Freight Tariff 
for distribution to Bureau; Northwest Tariff Bureau. 


PROTECTION FOR C.O.D. SHIPPERS 
In the interest of the shipping public Consolidated has added 
a $1,000.00 C.0.D. Bond effective July 19, 1938, to use in con- 
nection with its ee maeege J carriers. 
This Bond is in addition to the $10,000.00 Bond for interstate 
shippers and the $2,500.00 Bond for intrastate shippers. 
Complete protection—plus service—has always been the aim 
of Consolidated for its many satisfied shippers. 


CHICAGO BRANCH OFFICE 
2400 W. Madison St. A. H. Richards, D. F.A. Hay. 1091 


points on its own lines or beyond, shipper will 
furnish carrier with the distribution sheets at the 
time of tendering shipments. Deliveries will be 
made in accordance with the distribution sheets, 


INSURANCE: Cargo, $20,000 per truck and 
trailer, limit $50,000: $5,000 theft. Public 
Liability exceeding State and Federal Segre 
ments. Property Damage, limit $50,000. 


CONSOLIDATED FREIGHTWAYS, INC. 


Formerly CONSOLIDATED FREIGHT LINES, INC. 


Established 1929 
FRED C. LEIBOLD 
V.-P. in charge of traffic 


COMMON CARRIER 
PORTLAND, OREGON 


ICC Doc. No. 42487 
2029 N. W. QUIMBY ST. 
Tel. Broadway 2474 
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* addition to large, modern piers, with more than 
1,000,000 square feet of covered storage space, this 
great terminal also provides vast open storage area 
sufficient to satisfy every requirement. 

In these immense yards, adjacent to piers, are accom- 
modations for the handling of rough lumber and bulky 
freight of many kinds; also more than 5,000,000 board 
feet of kiln-dried lumber can be stored in our specially 
constructed shed, the largest of its kind on the Atlantic 
Seaboard. 

Every modern lumber-handling equipment is provided. 
And our own railroad distribution yards, connecting with 
all trunk roads, enable us to route lumber to inland points 
with a minimum of handling and the very lowest cost. 

Whatever your storage and shipping requirements, 
they can be efficiently and economically met here. Pro- 
vision is made for bulk and packaged freight of every 
description. With railroad sidings on the piers, direct 


ship-to-rail transfer affords further economies. 


Detailed information and rates will be sent on request. 
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ACRES 


With our vast facilities, both space and 
equipment, shiploads of pig iron, ore, 
steel and other bulky freight are 
handled speedily and at a saving. 


One of twenty-seven gangways 
available for lumber storage with 
direct rail connections all lines. 


Largest covered shed in the East for 
the accommodation of kiln-dried lum- 
ber. It is 1000 feet long by 92 feet 
wide, with space for millions of board 
feet. Railroad sidings, running full! 
length of pier, permit economical 
transfer direct to and from ships. 


Address E. W. Stringfield, General Traffic Manager 
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PHILADELPHIA PIERS, INC. 
330 Chestnut Street - Philadelphia 





C. G. W. Fast Freight No. 82 passing over C. G. W. viaduct at Ft. Dodge, 
Iowa, en route from Omaha with perishable freight for Chicago and Eastern 
markets. The viaduct is one of the longest in Iowa, being almost one-half 
mile in length. The maximum height is 140 feet. It spans the Des Moines 
River, two railroads and five highways. 


High Geared 
for Speedy 


ay 6 


Movement of 


fe OT Won ishables! 


Day after day, luscious fruits and green vege- 
tables from the West and Northwest speed to 
Chicago and Eastern markets over the ‘’Great 
Western” regularly and dependably on time. 


You can rely on the ‘’Great Western’’—it is 


geared to handle your shipments efficiently 
and speedily. 


Your nearest ’’Great Western” representative 
will be glad to tell how you can use the facili- 
ties of this railroad to advantage. 


B. F. PARSONS, Traffic Manager 
309 W. Jackson Blvd., Chicago, Illinois 


Traffic Offices in the Larger Cities 


CHICAGO GREAT WESTERN RAILROAD 


The Corn Belt Route 








